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The Strike as a Weapon 
of Revolution 

Britain’s coal miners should get more 
money. Theirs is an arduous job, a dangerous 
job, a job not without skill. It is also an 
unenviable job. It should be better paid 
than it is. 

But the figure demanded by the NUM 
has been far beyond what the country can 
at the moment pay. The National Coal 
Board knows this; the miners know it; the 
whole country knows it. Not least, the 
Union leaders know it. 

Why, then, was this figure stipulated, 
with the certain result that it would not be 
met and the country plunged into the 
chaos of a power strike - from which no- 
one, least of all the mineworkers, would 
benefit? 

It could only have been stipulated with 
the express intention, not of helping the 
miners, but of causing just such chaos - in 
other words, a revolutionary, political in¬ 
tention. 

Yet all reports that have been seen or 
heard by us to date exclude even the 
suggestion of such an intention. Every 
report has spoken of “the miners” as if they 
were the inspiration behind the strike. A 
perfect polarity of attitudes has built up. 
Large sections of the Middle Class, dis¬ 
comforted at home and inconvenienced at 
work, have come to regard mineworkers, like 
so many other workers, as bloody minded, 
bolshie and a menace to the nation. These 
attitudes have simply served to harden that 
of the miners. Class war has taken just that 
step further towards reality - and we know 
who wants to see that happen! 

Another contributary factor has been the 


behaviour of some of the pickets towards 
women and yorng giLa entering Coal Board 
premises. Here again most reports have 
spoken of this hooliganism as if it comes 
simply from a cross section of the miners’ 
community. In fact, inside information 
points to responsibility as lying with Trotsky- 
ite elements infiltrating picket lines, many 
of which have been students who have never 
been near a mine in their lives. The 
behaviour of these elements has won the 
miners no friends - but was it their intention 
to win friends? 

Or was it their intention simply to 
further polarise the community and further 
bring about a revolutionary situation? 

We use the term ‘revolutionary’ without 
any intention to exaggerate. Britain is not 
yet near a revolution in the sense that most 
people understand the word, but there- are 
forces within our society, often at the 
highest and most influential levels, who 
certainly hold revolution as a long term 
objective. Every upheaval of the kind that 
has just occurred through the coal strike 
helps to pave the way for this by causing 
more havoc in industry, more sickness within 
the economy and a widening gulf between 
the classes. It also, incidentally, provides an 
excellent dress rehearsal for revolution. 

One notices that the branches of industry 
in which trouble occurs are always those 


which affect other industries in turn, causing 
reverberations right through the economy. 
In this case, the power cuts have had catas¬ 
trophic effects everywhere, and have shown 
just how easily a small revolutionary cell 
with its agents holding key positions 
throughout industry can bring the country 
to a standstill. 

Could industry in Russia, on the other 
hand, be brought to a standstill in the same 


way? Certainly not. Within hours of such a 
situation coming about the ringleaders would 
be taken out and shot. 

The right way to look at the chaos of 
the coal strike is not to do as many Tories 
are doing: curse the miners. That simply 
helps to drive them further into the arms of 
the agitators on the left. 

The right way is to understand the affair 
for what it is: simply a stage in a revo¬ 
lutionary conspiracy designed to bring 
anarchy to Britain and of which the miners 
are as much victims as the rest of the public; 
then to tackle that conspiracy at its roots, 
first by exposure and ultimately by a new 
structure of industrial relations which will 
make it utterly impossible for such situations 
to occur again. 

Rhodesia: Black Riots 
Conceal White Sell Out 

The rioting of Blacks in Rhodesia timed 
to coincide with the visit of the Pearce 
Commission has had a result that may or 
may not be different from that intended. 
Either way it is a result that should please 
the political left. 

The rioting has conveniently sharpened 
the division of the political spectrum into 
two camps: for and against the proposed 


settlement, and in the existing context 
whatever camp prevails the Whites in 
Rhodesia are doomed. 

Fuzzy brained right-wingers — and these 
abound in the Tory Party — have in their 
shock at the rioting simply been strengthened 
in their sympathy for the Commission and 
thereby for the settlement lobby that has 
inspired it. In other words, if the Commission 
and the settlement are what those wild 
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fellows are against the Commission and the 
settlement must be right! Ian Smith, by 
acting firmly against the rioters and their 
White instigators, must no doubt also be 
right! 

But in fact what do Smith, the settle¬ 
ment and the Commission represent? They 
represent only a scheme to destroy the 
White nation in Rhodesia by evolution 
instead of revolution, by stages instead of 
all at once. 

The conflict between those rioting and 
those being rioted against is in fact only a 
conflict over timing. Black rule today or 
Black rule tomorrow! 

What the Right Wing in Britain, as well 
as in Rhodesia, should be doing is not taking 
the side of Smith and the settlement brigade 
against those who have been rioting against 
the settlement, but opposing both sides for 
what they are: enemies of the White Man in 
Rhodesia. 

We have been taken to task by some of 
our readers for not joining in the chorus of 
adulation for Ian Smith, but in fact he is 
proving to be what we have suspected him 
to be all along: a tool of international 
liberaldom put there to lead the Rhodesian 
Whites up the path of surrender under the 
guise of White resistance, law and order and 
patriotism. 

While gullible people on the Right have 
been championing Smith, he has over the 
past five years been systematically purging 
the leadership of his party of all genuine 
right-wingers who might rally resistance to a 
future sell-out of this kind. 

A report in the Sunday Times of 
November 28th 1971 gave a guide as to 
what was going on as the preliminaries to 
the recent talks were building up. “Mean¬ 
while,” it said, “Smith himself was making 
a series of speeches which sounded sus¬ 
piciously hard-line to British ears. These 
might have caused considerable problems 
had not an emissary from Rhodesia made a 
surprising call in London. He had come to 
see Sir Michael Fraser, deputy chairman of 
the Conservative Party Organisation, to assure 
him that the speeches were serving a purely 
political purpose and were by no means to be 
taken seriously by the Government in 
Whitehall.” 

Despite this exposure of Smith’s motives, 
the pro-Smith euphoria still seems as great as 
ever in the Tory Party. It all seems to 
indicate that Tories, at least in the majority, 
are not infected by any such thing as the will 
to White power survival but simply want to 
be soothed by the thought that power can be 
surrendered by the Whites gently, peacefully 
and perhaps in an atmosphere of vicarage tea 
and cakes, rather than by violence. 

Or could it be some of them hope White 
rule will drag out just for their lifetime so 
that they will not be affected by Rhodesian 
shares dropping in the Market? 

If such people represent the spirit of the 
White Race it deserves to disappear from 
history. 


Bloody Sunday: 

Answer to a Prayer 

“Bloody Sunday is our Sharpville!” 
shrieked Bernadette Devlin in describing the 
Sunday riot in Londonderry that resulted 
in several deaths by shooting. She was 
indeed nearer the truth than perhaps she 
realised. 

Like the shootings in the small South 
African town at the beginning of the Sixties, 
Bloody Sunday in Londonderry was the 
answer to the revolutionary leftists’ prayer. 
Behind all the weepings and wailings, behind 
all the signs of the cross, behind all the 
panoply of martyrdom, lies the reality of a 
cunningly conceived revolutionary gambit 
that is as old as the hills and yet can today 
be as brilliantly effective as ever provided 
that there is available a well controlled mass 
media to follow it up. 

Stage what is blared out to the world as 
a ‘peaceful demonstration’. Ensure that it is 
held under conditions in which fully armed 
forces of law and order are bound to be 
present. Arrange that shots will be fired 
from somewhere which will provoke the 
forces of law and order into firing back, then 
when people are killed turn the affair into 
the most colossal propaganda showpiece. It 
was done at Sharpville. It was done in St. 
Petersberg in 1905. It was done in 
Londonderry in January this year. And it 
was the same kind of people, with the same 
intentions, who did it. 

This is not to say that everyone con¬ 
cerned in organising the march was in 
deliberate collusion with those who fired the 
shots. This is certain not to have been the 
case. But in all these leftist revolutionary 
manifestations it is always the small minority 
that knows what it is doing that manipulates 
the large mob which hasn’t the faintest idea 
what it is doing. 

Leftist revolutionary technique con¬ 
tinually requires a state of mass hysteria and 
objects of mass hatred. There is no better 
way to achieve these than that of death and 
martyrdom, and the consequent placing of 
guilt onto the shoulders of established 
authority. In this respect Bloody Sunday in 
Londonderry was a gift to those who seek to 
bring down established authority in Northern 
Ireland and undermine the British sover¬ 
eignty for which it stands. 

A Tale of Enlightenment 

Last August we amused our readers by 
featuring a few collector’s pieces of pro- 
Common Market propaganda, but in the 
profundity of their arguments for entering 
Europe even these examples are eclipsed by 
Gordon Brook-Shepherd, writing in the 
Sunday Telegraph recently. Describing his 
conversion to the European cause, this 
writer cited as a factor his experience as a 
guest in the officer’s mess of a U.S. Army 
unit in Austria at the end of the war. 


“ . . . there was the morning . . . when I 
glimpsed a very senior American officer 
actually eating jam with his bacon, not 
before or after but with . . . what I did feel 
was a tingling sensation of difference, dif¬ 
ference from all of us - Boche, Poilu, 
Eyeties and Tommy alike. This may have 
been the English-speaking union. But it 
certainly wasn’t the English-eating union.” 

Mr. Brook-Shepherd then went on to 
describe his further awakening. “In this 
condition, troubled but not plagued by 
‘Europe versus America’ thoughts, susceptible 
to pan-Europeanism though not yet con¬ 
verted to it, I began my post war civilian 
years abroad as a writer ... it was little 
things . . . which helped along the European 
conversion ... On one trip to Italy in the 
late ’40s, two famous English tyres, almost 
brand new, simply disintegrated under me in 
rapid succession. There was nothing for it: 
at least one Italian tyre had to be fitted. It 
(the Italian tyre) ran the English ones right 
off their treads. The ban was broken. 
British was not, inevitably, best.” 

It would perhaps be an exaggeration to 
say that the pro-Marketeers do not employ 
any more serious arguments for Europe than 
these, but it is probably not an exaggeration 
to claim that, the kind of inanity spouted 
by Mr. Brook-Shepherd constitutes the main 
thrust of the propaganda offensive designed 
to win the British public over to the Market 
cause. To us such stuff is indicative of the 
contempt in which Marketeers hold the 
people. 

It is almost superfluous to state that 
‘Europe versus America’ does not come into 
it. The issue is Europe versus British sover¬ 
eignty and independence. This is what the 
fi^t is all about. 

Sign of Things to Come 

At the time of writing it is understood 
that Mr. Heath has decided to give away the 
£36,000 bunce presented to him by German 
financier Alfred Toepfer for services ren¬ 
dered to the cause of united Europe. Political 
considerations rule that he could hardly have 
done otherwise. The award, nevertheless, is 
an indication of the massive moneyed forces 
that lie behind the drive to European inte¬ 
gration and the generous perks that they are 
prepared to put the way of politicians who 
do their dirty work. What kind of an 
incentive is this hand-out to future bright 
young boys of British politics to dedicate 
themselves to the Market cause and who, 
perhaps, will not have their bonuses as highly 
publicised as that of their Prime Minister so 
that they may be retained without embar¬ 
rassment? The mind boggles at the prospect. 

Is there anyone prepared or able to offer 
similar hand-outs to the staff of Spearhead or 
tne leaders of the National Front for their 
services to the cause of British independence 
and sovereignty? In the words of Eliza 
Doolittle, not bloody likely! 
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Bogus ‘Boom’ Talk Fails 
to Hide Jobless Total 


“BRITAIN is about to boom,” scream the 
pro-Govemment newspapers. “We are on the 
threshold of the greatest period of prosperity 
and expansion for many years,” chirps 
Chancellor of the Exchequer Anthony 
Barber. Meanwhile unemployment climbs 
up well above the million mark — and that 
is the figure of people registered as jobless at 
labour exchanges. Estimates by those closely 
informed on the labour situation give the 
true figures as at least a million and a half. 

Some boom! Some prosperity! 

The latest unemployment situation is in 
fact an appalling indictment of the incapacity 
of the present Government to manage 
Britain’s economy effectively, and an 
appalling pointer to future prospects for that 
economy. As most people know, un¬ 
employment is contageous. The more people 
that are out of work, the more purchasing 
power in the community is reduced. This in 
turn means less goods sold on the home 
market and therefore less people employed 
to make the goods. All the signs then are that 
unemployment is going to get worse. 

Tory leaders express their token regrets, 
but go on to prove that in their philosophy 
unemployment is an inevitable and per¬ 
manent feature of economic life. Business 
must be made profitable, they say, and so 
firms that are overstaffed must cut down on 
their labour forces. That is the only ^ay 
to compete in the world economy. 

All right, so far as that goes. So long as 
we are tied to the world economy in the way 
that we are, it is perfectly true that over¬ 
manned industries are going to price them¬ 
selves out of markets, and even were we not 
tied such industries would reduce the effec¬ 
tiveness of our home economy. 

But the argument is not about main¬ 
taining workers in overmanned industries: it 
is about finding new employment for them 
in other industries. This is where there is 
failure in Government policy, but not only in 
Government policy; it is a fundamental 
failure in the economic system. 

Just think: there are over a million and a 
half people in this country not working who 
could be working. More than a million of 
them are paid by the State not to work. 


POTENTIAL WORK 

Yet, on the other hand there is potential 
work for those very people in overwhelming 
abundance. Here are just a few examples:— 
Millions of houses need building, and 
they need building most of all in some of the 


Unemployed an Indictment of 
the Whole Economic System 


very areas where unemployment is highest, 
in the North of England, Scotland and 
Northern Ireland. Many thousands of 
workers are needed to do the building. 

We need more roads. The motorway 
programme is woefully slow. We are miles 
behind many other countries in modernising 
our road system. Manual labour is needed to 
build those roads. Skilled technicians are 
needed to supervise the building. 

On the land many schemes are possible 
which will make a greater part of our 
territory food-producing. Labour is needed 
to put those schemes into operation. 

And what about industry? Here we find 
enormous scope for expansion. British 
industrial growth is one of the lowest in the 
world. Even the Government tells us that, 
but where does the Government look to find 
the means for industry to expand? It looks 
to the export trade, but it is the export 
trade that is the source of so many of our 
problems. We can only compete in world 
markets by keeping wages down at a time 
when the cost of living is soaring upwards. 
Our workers want work, but they do not 
want to become sweated labour. 

The real place to seek industrial ex¬ 
pansion is in the home market, and here the 
scope is almost endless. Look at the 
manufactured goods that are bought in 
Britain which are made abroad. 

One in five motor cars sold in this 
country comes from a foreign factory. An 
increasing number of lorries do so as well. 

The British aircraft industry no longer 
supplies our needs in aviation. Mostly, we 
buy American. 

Then look at the vast range of goods that 
we import from abroad by long force of 
habit: Printing machinery; Photographic 

Equipment; Typewriters; Watches; Radios; 
Computers; Motorcycles; an increasing range 
of household goods; a vast range of industrial 
machinery. 

Finally, look at our defences. These have 
become run down to dangerous depths, and 
of the inadequate weapons that we have a 
huge proportion is bought from overseas, 
mainly from America. 

If we decided tomorrow that henceforth 
we were going to produce these goods in 
Britain, as we have all the necessary skills and 
techniques to do, there would be un¬ 
parallelled opportunities for work of all 


kinds and at all levels. 

The fact that we do not put our people 
to work in these fields is the fault of the 
Government, but more still is it the fault of 
the economic system: a system supported 
not only by the Government but by the 
Opposition. 

FLOOD OF FOREIGN GOODS 

The system says that we must have 
‘liberalisation’ of world trade — meaning that 
Britain must not protect her own industries 
in her own interests. She must let her home 
market be flooded with foreign goods that 
she could easily produce herself while the 
workers who mi^t do the producing are 
being paid for lying idle. 

The system also says that the investment 
required for this expansion of home industry 
cannot be provided upon the initiative of 
Government by issuing its own credit both 
to industry direct and to private investors by 
cheap and easy loans, for that would mean 
defying the moguls of International Finance, 
who have assumed to themselves all such 
prerogatives of this kind. 

If Government in Britain broke free of 
the dictatorship of International Finance it 
would create this credit power in the 
economy by its own decree, and to do so 
would not be inflationary since it would 
release immense forces for the creation of 
new wealth to back up the new supply of 
money. 

And it would curb the entry into 
Britain of foreign manufactured goods until 
the whole of our surplus labour force had 
been put back to work making the goods 
that Britain needs. 

Apologists for the present system will 
say that we cannot do this because Britain 
has to buy from abroad in order to be able 
to sell abroad. If we close our markets to 
foreign manufacturers, they will close their 
markets to us. 

But such people lose sight of the fact 
that our need to sell abroad decreases as the 
rate at which we buy abroad decreases, and 
the goods which we need to buy abroad are 
entirely primary products and the countries 
from which we buy them mainly primary 
producers. Those producers need to be able 
to sell to us in order to live, and we can, if 
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THE UNEMPLOYED MARCH AGAIN 
Victims of the problem that the old system has never really solved 


Mr. Colin Jordan 


need be by barter arrangements, easily induce 
them to buy our manufactured products in 
return. This would of course obviate the 
need for International Finance, and so it 
is hardly surprising that International 
Finance, which controls British politicians of 
both major parties like puppets on a string, 
strictly forbids such a policy. It lives by the 
maintenance of the old system. British 
workers have to be kept idle to support the 
system. 

The political left in Britain at the 
moment is gleefully making capital out of 
the unemployment situation as a means of 
discrediting the Government, but in fact the 
left offers no policy at all to break free of the 
system that is the cause. It merely advocates 
that we should operate uncompetitively 
within the international trade jungle by 
over-employment in exporting industries — 
so that the end result is the same: the 
industries get priced out of world markets 
and workers are l?ack on the scrapheap. 

The left, like the old right, has no answer 
to the situation because it is tied to inter¬ 
nationalism in matters of trade and because it 
obeys, with equal subservience, the dictates 
of International Finance. It talks of the 
need for more ‘socialism’, but the result of its 
policies is simply to put us in bondage to the 
world’s most powerful forces of capitalism. 
In the meantime the one form of socialism 
that might be useful, the nationalisation of 
Britain’s monetary system, is not even 


attempted. 

The true fact is that the problem of 
Britain’s jobless is never going to be properly 
tackled until the old system is changed root 
and branch and power over the nation’s 
economy taken away from the International 
Financier and restored to the British people. 


HE’S TELLING US! 

“There is reason to believe that the 
world of the future will be shaped by com¬ 
mercial and financial statesmen rather than 
by diplomats and politicians ... In the 
coming 25 years, we can expect a shift from 
influence by the nation-state to a new and 
growing influence by private . . . organ¬ 
isations, and supra-national economic in¬ 
stitutions.” 

C. M. van Vlierden, Head of 
International Banking for the 
Bank of America, February 1971. 


PRINTING 

SERVICES 

Printing services are available to 
Nationalists at very reasonable rates. 
For estimates write to Box 1933, Spear¬ 
head, lOBirkbeck Hill, London, S.E.21. 


Mr. Colin Jordan, of British Movement, 
has written to us saying that in his opinion 
our ‘Trouble Shooting’ column of October, 
1971. implied that he was behind the dis¬ 
ruptive activities of Mr. John Hill described 
in that column, and that he wishes it to be 
known that this was not so. This is to affirm 
that no such implication was intended. 

Mr. Jordan also wishes it to be known 
that he did not, as stated in the column, act 
as Chairman at a conference in Buxton, 
Derbyshire. 



RELIGION AND THE RACIAL 
CONTROVERSY 

The False Propaganda of the Church (by 
H. B. Isherwood) 

MAN’S RACIAL NATURE 

An Exposure of the False Propaganda of the 

United Nations (by H. B. Isherwood) 

These two pamphlets present un¬ 
answerable arguments against the egalitarian 
assumptions relied upon by the United 
Nations, Communism, British politicians and 
the Church for their anti-racial propaganda. 

Published by the Racial Preservation 
Society, copies of these pamphlets may be 
obtained (8p each post free) from: 

British Independent Publications, 6 
Bramley Gardens, Paddock Wood, Tonbridge, 
Kent. 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


The Rothschild Way 
to Science Control 


SOCIALIST millionaire Lord Rothschild, 
head of the Central Policy Review Staff for 
the present Conservative Government (Mr. 
Heath’s ‘Think-Tank’) has just submitted a 
report to the House of Commons Select 
Committee on Science and Technology 
which advocates a 25 per cent xmt in 
Government research grants and a large 
measure of direct Governmental control 
over the work of five important and hitherto 
independent scientific research councils. 

Incredibly for a member of the Roths¬ 
child International Finance clan, the noble 
Lord justified his attack on the current 
operation of the research councils by 
describing them as “monopolies”. He pro¬ 
posed that every project of applied research 
must be commissioned and approved by a 
Government department. 

Puffed with an apparent zeal to safeguard 
the rights of the taxpayer, he argued that in 
a democratic system only a Government 
department, subject to the control of its 
Ministers and ultimately to the sovereignty 
of Parliament could act as a customer for 
such research and determine the priorities. 

What we have to make our mind up 
about is whether Lord Rothschild’s references 
to “democracy” and “Parliamentary sover¬ 
eignty” reflected altruistic patriotism or 
humbug - mere window dressing designed 
to decieve the gullible and cloak sinister 
intentions? 


PLUNDERED ASSETS 

Anybody who has studied the history 
of the relationship between Britain and 
International Finance (as often as not ex¬ 
pressed through American foreign policy) 
during the post war years will not dispute 
that one of the major aims of the Money 
Power has been to remove and destroy ^1 
the assets which Britain posses^s which give 
her the potential to exist as an independent 
sovereign state. The dismemberment of the 
British Empire and the plundering of, for 
example, British owned oil resources at 
Abadan are the most obvious tokens of this 
calculated policy. 

But the same policy was pursued ruth¬ 
lessly even within our own homeland, with 
successive American Governments exerting 
sustained pressures by means of economic 
blackmail to get Britain to abandon its home¬ 
grown ability to manufacture and deliver its 
own nuclear deterrent. Who can forget the 
incident in 1964 when Harold Wilson returned 
from America with a $3,000 million loan. 


one of the main conditions for which was 
that we scrap development of the T.S.R.2 — 
literally a world beater — and use the money 
we borrowed to buy a worthless American 
made product? 

Similar pressures served to break up a 
large number of research teams in other 
fields of advanced weaponry, and a great 
number of these scientists were forced to 
join the ‘Brain Drain’ to America. Britain 
not only lost the benefit of these scientists 
in the field of weaponry, but in sup¬ 
plementary fields important to ordinary 
industry, for invariably their discoveries and 
techniques could be put to commercial use. 


ECONOMIC SABOTAGE 

As a result of economic sabotage per¬ 
petrated by the Money Power against Britain 
we have not only lost our Empire and close 
economic contacts with our kinfolk in the 
immensely wealthy White Dominions, but we 
are well on the way to losing possession of 
the kind of major industry which gives a 
nation lifeblood. This decline in our 
economic power is being made the reason 
for Britain being corralled in the European 
Common Market knackers yard, a structure 
created by the international Money Power. 

But the hatchet job on Britain by the 
International Financiers is not yet complete. 
The greatest single asset our nation possesses 
is the inherent genius of our people — 
particularly in the field of scientific and 
engineering invention and improvisation. In 
the same way that a single scientific in¬ 
vention has radically altered man’s environ¬ 
ment and way of life in the past, even to the 
degree of altering traditional balances of 
power between nations — as with the intro¬ 
duction of gunpowder into Europe, or the 
development of steel smelting processes — 
we must expect that scientific breakthroughs 
in the future will have the same revolutionary 
potential. 


MEN OF GENIUS 

Britain has always been well served by 
her scientists in time of trouble. Indeed, 
were it not for men of genius like Sir Barnes 
Wallis coming to the aid of their country 
despite the pig-headed obstructionism of 
Civil Servants and politicians, Britain might 
well not have possessed the decisive weapons 
she needed to win the Second World War. 
Clearly as long as Britain produces scientists 


of Barnes Wallis’s calibre, and they are 
given the wherewithal to pursue independent 
research, then she will always have the 
chance and the potential to challenge and 
alter currently developing power structures 
and win back her place in the sun. 

The princes of International Finance do 
not wish to risk any such revolt against their 
planned One World State, which is the 
reason why they do not relish the idea of 
any serious research programmes in any field 
which they have not dictated and which they 
do not control. As all the leaders of the 
Conservative and Labour parties are willing 
and quite brazen paid servants of the Money 
Power, to put research councils under the 
control of Government departments is in 
effect to hand them over to the control of 
the Money Power. Such research programmes 
that were not considered useful to the plans 
of the Financiers would simply be forbidden 
or frustrated. 

Lord Rothschild in his recent report 
argues that Civil Servants and Government 
Ministers are the best judges of what lines of 
research are most useful. The contrary has 
almost always been proved to be the case. 
An incident in the life of Sir Barnes Wallis 
serves to illustrate this fact. He recounts that 
on one occasion he met a recently retired 
Civil Servant whose job it had been to 
decide whether or not Government backing 
should be given to inventions. The Civil 
Servant confided smugly to Barnes Wallis: 
‘‘I always rejected every invention brought 
before me, on the basis that only one 
invention in a thousand is ever any good, 
and to be wrong only one time in a 
thousand isn’t a bad record in any job!” 


TREASONABLE PROPOSALS 

Is it any wonder that with such cowardly 
incompetence in Whitehall that so many 
wonderful British inventions, which could 
have earned Britain countless billions in 
foreign earnings, have been taken to America 
and developed to further add to the might 
of the Money Power? What Lord Rothschild’s 
proposals would do is regularise and sys¬ 
tematise this process which was born of the 
blindness and folly of Whitehall, if the 
Rothschild proposals are accepted the ‘Brain 
Drain’ and the general destruction of our 
scientific potential will accelerate. If 
Britain’s men and women of genius are lost 
to her by emigration abroad or stagnation 
at home, then our nation’s future is bleak 
indeed. 

For these reasons the Rothschild Plan 
must be vigorously opposed by thoughtful 
patriots, despite all the blandishments about 
“democracy” and “the sovereignty of Parlia¬ 
ment.” The plan without doubt would be 
treasonable in effect. Whether readers con¬ 
sider it to be treasonable in intent as well as 
effect will depend on how much they know 
about the history and activities of the 
Rothschild family. 


RED SPECTRE OVER 
NORTHERN IRELAND 


OF all the emotions which the tragedy of 
Ulster evoke perhaps none symbolises the 
deadening effect of liberal propaganda in 
Britain than the bewilderment which most 
British people profess to feel concerning the 
situation in that unhappy part of the United 
Kingdom. 

How is it possible, they ask, that such 
appalling violence could suddenly erupt in an 
area where, when all said and done, no one 
was starving, there were no groups of des¬ 
perate refugees and no ‘White’ Government 
was ‘oppressing’ an ‘underprivileged’ Black 
population. The essential conditions for 
strife, as taught by the liberal theorists, were 
absent. How then could it have happened? 

Of course the situation in Ulster is 
complex, of course some antipathy exists 
between the two religious communities in 
the North, of course it is true that there is a 
heightened awareness of history in Ireland 
which seems to keep alive the struggles of the 
past which ekewhere would have been for¬ 
gotten. These factors existed though long 
before the present strife erupted. For 
decades the people of Northern Ireland lived 
together in peace. Although inevitably old 
differences are being exploited to create more 
bitterness and hatred, the causes of the 
conflict lie elsewhere; they lie essentially in 
three factors which in combination have 
effectively provided the detonator, primer 
and charge which led to the Ulster explosion. 


FANATICS 

In any community anywhere there are 
groups of fanatics who are prepared to use 
any methods to further their objectives. In 
Ireland there has long been a hard core of 
such fanatics pledged to seize Ulster and 
annex it to Eire regardless of the wishes of 
the population of Ulster. For many years 
the effectiveness of this group, the so-called 
Irish Republican Army, could be rated as 
little more than nuisance value, but then a 
new factor intervened - the spread of 
communist guerilla tactics in the post-war 
years. These tactics are no longer a secret, 
they can be read about in the works of 
numerous communist leaders from Lenin to 
Castro; in essence they are an adaptation of 
the old Roman maxim: divide et impera — 
divide and rule. How does this work in 
practice? The communists fasten on any 
factor, on any dispute, no matter how trivial 
or absurd or on any conflict (even if it 
requires their apparent support of hostile 
organisations), which offers the prospect of 
dividing a community against itself. They 


aim to create maximum confusion and unrest 
in the confident assurance that if they can 
cause a breakdown of law and order they 
stand a very good chance of taking over the 
reins of government. Among the warring 
factions the one c^re which remaii.:; dis¬ 
ciplined and steadfast in its objective is the 
Communist Party in whatever guise it may 
assume. The discovery that Czech arms were 
being supplied to the IRA was the clearest 
possible indication of this process at work. 
The communists have made the cause of the 
IRA their own for the time being. Not only 
have they the satisfaction of having estab¬ 
lished a classic situation of communal strife 
in the United Kingdom, they are also able 
to sit back and listen to priests and public 
figures, normally unequivocally opposed to 
communism, vigorously assisting their cam¬ 
paign by condemning the actions of the 
security forces who are desperately trying to 
prevent the outbreak of a full scale civil war. 


VIOLENCE PAYS 

Yet the actions of the IRA and their 
communist allies would never have succeeded 
had the British Government not made it 
abundantly clear in its post war policies that 
when dealing with Britain violence pays. 
The whole sorry trail of Tory and Labour 
policy since 1945 which has deprived us of 
both respect and self-respect, has underlined 
again and again that if a group of thugs is 
sufficiently ruthless and unprincipled in 
killing and maiming Britishsubjects, not only 
will a Tory or Labour Government hand over 
power to them eventually but will even 
honour their leaders later. In case after case 
this abysmal, weak and foolish attitude has 
been adopted — in Palestine, in the Suez 
Canal Zone, in Cyprus, in Kenya, in Aden. 
Archbishop Makarios and Jomo Kenyatta, 
respectively the leaders of two murderous 
terrorist organisations, EOKA and the Mau 
Mau, are now honoured Commonwealth 
leaders. Menachem Begin, the leader of the 
Irgun Zvai Leumi, a Jewish terrorist organ¬ 
isation which hanged several British soldiers 
in Palestine, was recently freely allowed into 
Britain to campaign for support for his own 
party among Jews in this country. Adjectives 
are inadequate to describe the ‘policy’ of a 
Government which behaves in this way; 
deplorable, absurd, ridiculous, lunatic — can 
any of these words convey the depth of 
irresponsibility, the total lack of contact 
with the realities of this world, the abysmal 
failure to realise the need for Britain and the 
British Government to command respect 



abroad which such actions indicate? Each 
concession to violence and murder inevitably 
encourages more violence and murder. Urban 
strife is a policy which has been proved to 
get results when applied against Britain. 

Surely now there is no mystery about the 
situation in Ireland? It was clearly pre¬ 
dictable, it followed quite logically from the 
past policies of the British Government 
which prepared the ground by giving every 
encouragement to the prophets of violence 
in pursuing their trade of death. 

How much longer will we permit this 
Tory/Labour circus which masquerades as 
the Government of Britain to continue to 
misdirect our country? Are the facts of 
misrule and incompetence in any further 
doubt? Will we have to wait until complete 
anarchy reigns for it to be realised that only 
a Nationalist Government has the policies 
and the will to solve the tremendous prob¬ 
lems which face us today, including the 
problem of Ulster. 
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SPEARHEAD comment on the environment campaign 

A GOOD CAUSE IN 
THE WRONG HANDS 


NOTHING is more certain about 1972 than 
the fact that it is going to be a year in which 
the environment/poUution/overpopulation 
lobby will be screaming in our ears in an 
ever deafening crescendo. 

We have made it perfectly clear in this 
journal that we do not deny the existence 
of the problems of our environment, and 
that we are not complacent about the 
dangers facing us in these fields. What we 
have called for, however, is an attitude of 
level-headedness and balance in approaching 
these problems, and not of hysteria of the 
kind that certain sections of the lobby seem 
intent on promoting. We have also called 
upon our readers not to let people use the 
existence of environmental problems as a 
means for the promotion of their own 
political and ideological fetishes. This call 
needs very much to be underlined. 

What was clear about 1971 was that the 
internationalists, one-worlders and trail- 
blazers of the universal Communist state 
climbed firmly on the environment band¬ 
wagon to the extent of virtually taking over 
the controls. The result was that a cause 
which had everything to commend it in the 
first place became perverted into a sinister 
weapon of mass propaganda and world 
conquest. 

And the first act of this weapon was to 
instil into millions of people a mood of such 
fear and desperation about the destruction of 
their enviroriment that they would be willing 
to support any scheme that claimed to 
stop it. 

The same technique was adopted in the 
two decades following World War II. A 
bogus ‘cold war’ had to be created so as to 
generate in the millions a permanent sense 
of insecurity. In this atmosphere of in¬ 
security it was aU the more possible to gain 
acceptance of schemes promoting the in¬ 
creasing internationalisation of the world and 
thus giving more and more power to the 
internationalist ‘elite’. 

The ‘cold war’ ploy could not be effec¬ 
tive for ever, though, and by the mid 
sixties it was realised that new forms of 
persuasion making for mass insecurity had 
to be found. If it was no longer possible 
to convince everybody that the world was 
heading for quick destruction by the nuclear 
bomb, it might be possible to convince them 
that quick destruction was imminent through 
such things as pollution and overpopulation. 

HIDDEN MOTIVE 

Franco Maria Malfatti, the most impor¬ 
tant bureaucrat of the Common Market, 
spelled the idea out. In an interview with 
the American Newsweek magazine, he was 
asked the question: “European unification 
found its original impulse in the cold war 
fear that the Soviet Union would engulf 
Western Europe unless it unified. Now that 
Europe is moving towards a security con¬ 
ference designed to dismantle the great 
East-West confrontation, what do you feel 


will provide the next forward thrust to your 
endeavours?” 

“Fear again,” Malfatti answered, “but 
not of the Soviet Union. Everyone is 
terribly worried about pollution, health, 
congested cities . . . These are concrete 
problems whose solutions can only be found 
in an integrated Europe. They are frightening 
problems that all people can understand far 
more readily than East-West rivalries and 
geopolitics.” 

“Fear”, “Frightening problems”. These 
are the key words whose purpose we must 
understand. We must also understand the 
true purpose behind the fanatical campaign 
to reduce population. 

That the world is overpopulated is a fact 
beyond any dispute. The question is: where 
and by whom? 

Any serious examination of the problem 
will tell us that the areas where it has become 
really acute .are Asia, Africa and South 
America and among communities of Asian 
and African origin in Britain and the United 
States. There the rate of reproduction far 
exceeds the ability of people to provide 
for themselves. 

But where is the great drive to reduce 
population by artificial methods of birth- 
control having the biggest effect? Not in 
any of those areas, but among the White 
races! 

In America and the British Common¬ 
wealth there is ample* space and natural 
resources to sustain an almost indefinite 
increase in White people. Among White 
people there are the skills and the techniques 
to put those resources to the most effective 
use. Only among non-Whites are there 
lacking either the resources or the skills, or 
both, to support an increase in population. 


Who Is Overpopulated? 

China: 750 mUlion Jndia: 500 million 


Africa: 

U.S.S.R.: 

U.S.A.: 

250 million 

250 million 

200 million 

Ml 


It 


H Brit. Commonwealth 

Britain: 55 milUon ■ (whites) 100 mUUon 


For what purpose, then, are the powers- 
that-be urgently promoting population 
control among the White races — while the 
non-White races are breeding at a faster rate 
than ever before? It can only be a purpose 
that is hostile to the survival of civilisation, 
and it should be rejected by every person 
who values civilisation. 


DESTRUCTION OF WHITES 

If the destruction of the great White 
nations is essential to the aims of the would- 
be world-controllers — and we believe that 
it is - it should not be difficult to understand 
the strategy that lies behind the anti¬ 
population drive: that strategy is the 
systematic elimination of the one element 
that has the intelligence and the will to 
resist the oncoming of the collectivist, com¬ 
munist world-state. 

Are we overpopulated? The British Isles 
are certainly, or at least parts of them. But 
the British race is not oveipopulated. Com¬ 
pared to the Chinese, Indians, Africans and 
several others, it is grossly underpopulated. 

A wise and far-sighted population policy 
in Britain would aim, not at a low birth¬ 
rate, but, as in Victorian times, a high birth¬ 
rate, accompanied by a high rate of 
emigration to Canada, Australasia and 
Southern Africa - so as to ensure the 
filling up of those parts of the world by 
mainly British stock. 

Yet precisely the opposite policy is now 
being pursued. Because of our failure to 
develop Australasia as a British continent 
(only 15 million people in an area of over 
3 miUion square miles) that continent is wide 
open to the teeming millions of Asia at any 
time — teeming millions that we seem only 
too anxious to increase by lavish ‘aid’ while 
we tell our people at home that they must 
stop breeding because there is not enough 
food in the world for them. 

Isn’t it sheer insanity! 

Yet behind such apparent insanity there 
is a purpose at work that thoroughly suits 
those whose business is revolution and world 
dictatorship. 

Our duty in the years to come is to 
manfully face the problems of our environ¬ 
ment and of the pressures of population on 
resources, not pretending that they do not 
exist but at the same time refusing to be 
stampeded into accepting quack solutions 
that are designed to serve political ends and 
not to serve the British people. 
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JOHN O 'BRIEN 

EXPORT Off DIE! 


ANY political party worth its salt must^ 
in the formulation of its policies, take one 
factor into consideration far above and 
before all others. That factor is THE 
GREATEST GOOD OF THE NATION¬ 
STATE. If any Party considers unduly 
the interests of any group of vested interest 
outside the boundaries of its Nation, that 
Party forfeits any right to be a serious 
contender for electoral consideration, for 
it manifestly has betrayed its trust. 

From this basic premise, let us examine 
the impact of the policies adopted during 
the last 23 years with regard to immigration! 
into these British islands. During that time, 
several million persons of alien race, culture 
and creed have been encouraged not only 
to take up residence within our overcrowded 
shores, but have also, by virtue of our 
wierdly-orientated Social Service Allowances, 
been encouraged enthusiastically to re¬ 
produce their kind, until today the original 
threat posed by their initial influx is dwarfed 
by the menace which exists on account of 
the colossal escalation of the coloured 
population pouring out of so many of our 
schools and onto the labour market. 

Now indeed are the chickens of the 
ill-advised British Nationality Act coming 
home to roost in the shape of the teeming 
proliferation of the second generation which 
has been so eagerly bred in order to take 
fullest possible advantage of the lunatic 
provisions of British family'allowances. 

It ought to have taken the imagination 
and pen of a Lewis Carroll to shape the 
enactment of a system whereby, in an 
already overcrowded island, and against the 
background of a planet already threatening 
to burst at the seams under the profligate 
fecundity of the human race, successive 
Governments not only encouraged unbridled 
immigration, but also promoted the breeding 
of large families by automatic additional 
State hand-out for each new arrival by 
accouchment. A massive increase of popu¬ 
lation is the last thing this overcrowded 
and polluted island needs. It is the last 
thing this sorely-tried and staggering planet 
needs. In such massive increase, is the seed 
of doom for our children and their 
descendants. 

Rather than encourage fertility by 
monetary reward, it is possible that future 
governments will be forced to consider 
taxing those who produce more than two 
offspring and thus adding to the ecological 
burden of future years. 

POLITICAL EXPEDIENCY 

Now it is clear that political expediency 
alone will discourage the adoption of such 
a policy; for where is the electoral temp¬ 
tation to vote for a party whose programme 
will aim to reduce, at a stroke, the income 
by governmental benefice of so many of 


its citizens? There’s the rub, as Avon’s 
bard would say. And yet, a reduction*-of 
population here is one of the most urgent 
necessities facing us, if the quality of life 
is not to suffer drastic erosion in years to 
come. 

For England is the most densely popu¬ 
lated major country in the world, with over 
900 people to the square mile - more than 
twice the population density of India and 
Jamaica, and more than three times that 
of Pakistan. Our cities, our rivers and our 
shores bear witness to the intolerable strain 
thrust upon our environment by the heavy 
impact of our burgeoning population. 

Contrasting with this, there are wide- 
open spaces, and much industrial potential 
to be tapped, in countries of the old White 
Commonwealth - Canada, Australia, New 
Zealand, South Africa - which encourage 
immigration of British people, and whose 
population contains a majority element, 
or, at very least, a large and influential 
segment of people of British stock. Un¬ 
doubtedly it would be the policy of a 
National Front government to give every 
encouragement to the peopling of these 
ancient Dominions with young British blood, 
in order that they mi^t thus be assisted 
in their resistance to the threat of submersion 
by the teeming millions of Africa or Asia. 

The influence of the newcomer to these 
shores, again, is reflected in the increasing 
rate of unemployment and the hopelessness 
of those who seem to have no work future. 
Who can doubt that many a native Briton 
would be comfortably in a job today, but 
for the impact of the immigrant and his 
family now coming onto a labour market 
already heavily overloaded? 

Therefore, both on the basis of environ¬ 
mental quality and job availability, quite 
apart from the factor of race, the repatriation 
of coloured immigrants, their dependants 
and their descendants, becomes an urgent 
and primary necessity for the preservation 
of our environment. 

To say this is not to preach hatred. 
For what hatred is there in the development 
of my thesis on the lines which follow? 

I am concerned alike for the well-being 
of the immigrant and the Briton. What 
future exists for the former as the resented 
and imposed newcomer, the usurper of 
the home, the school, the job, the very land, 
of the indigenous inhabitant? It is futile to 
suggest, as our burgeoning Race Relations 
Industry attempts to do, that distrust of 
the newcomer is something that can be 
erased from the mental processes of the 
original population by the insidious blandish¬ 


ments of the brainwasher. It is difficult 
to feel brotherly love for those who have, 
however unwittingly, arrogated to themselves 
that place in the national environment that 
can legitimately be said to belong to those 
of the national stock. Those who suggest the 
cultivation of such angelic ‘qualities, deny 
the existence of basic and legitimate traits 
in human nature, and are untouched by 
the politics of realism. 

ONLY ONE COURSE 

Faced with this appalling human 
problem, there is only one course for a 
responsible government to adopt. It is to 
effect the physical separation of that part 
of the Nation which manifestly is a part 
of the Nation only by artificial act of 
transplantation, and to place those so 
separated, as quickly and as humanely as 
possible, into an environment where their 
legitimate aspirations may still be satisfied 
without impinging upon the legitimate as¬ 
pirations of the British people. 

In previous issues of Spearhead, I have 
made the point that places exist in the world 
which are crying our for labour and means 
to develop their potential. Places where 
mineral resources of immense proportions 
are ripe for development, but which require 
massive injections of manpower and capital 
before the rightful aspirations of their own 
people can be achieved. A National Front 
government would urgently examine, in 
concert with the governments of those 
regions, means whereby these necessary 
developments could be quickly achieved. 
A new orientation of allied nations whose 
mineral resources would necessarily be 
developed by means exclusive of the rami¬ 
fications of international finance, would 
spring into being. 

A nation is not fully a nation where it 
has no control over its own national 
currency. The establishment of such control 
by the nations of the British Commonwealth 
Economic System, and the widening of that 
system to build up a collection of nations 
whose true independence and nationhood 
would thus for the first time be fully 
established, would be a commanding priority 
for the future Nationalist government of 
Britain. 

Such a new community of nations would 
break the invidious monopoly of present- 
day international finance capitalism, and 
usher in a new era of true freedom. The 
losers would be the banking fraternity who 
have battened upon the fiscal life for all 
nations. The winners would be mankind. 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


BANGLA DESK 


A Portrait of 


A FAMILIAR FEATURE of this crazy post-war world has been the coming into existence 
of a multitude of new ‘nations’ that are from every historical, cultural and ethnic point 
of view not nations at all, but which are treated with all the dignity and solemnity accorded 
to bona-flde nation states, including of a course a voice in the councils of UNO. With the 
proliferation of these non-nations, many of which in gross national product represent 
nothing more than the equivalent of a medium-sized British county, and most of wliich 
are economically subsidised by the major industrial powers anyway, has come the tendency 
to treat the views of their leaders as a significant part of ‘world opinion’ — a tendency as 
absurd as their creation in the first place. 


Prior to the last year, probably not one 
person in millions had ever heard or believed 
that there was such a nation as ‘Bangla 
Desh’. Mention the name and most people 
would imagine that you were referring to a 
curry restaurant in Southall. Yet here we 
are today acknowledging a nation of just 
that name, according it full diplomatic 
recognition, promising it financial aid and 
giving its ruler the VIP treatment accorded 
to the world’s mighty. 

What is this place ‘Bangla Desh’? Who 
are the Bangla-Desh-ites? Where did they 
come from? 

We are instructed, so it seems, to now 
regard as ‘Bangla Desh’ the area of the map 
known for the past couple of decades as 
East Pakistan. East Pj^kistan came into 
existence, not as any historical, cultural 
or ethnic entity but as part of a two- 
territorial state carved out of the old Indian 
Empire and set up purely on a religious 
basis: a pair of Muslim enclaves in a pre¬ 
dominantly non-Muslim sub-continent. If, 
ethnically, an argument could be made for 
East Pa^stan being different from West 
Pakistan, just the same argument could be 
used to justify the dismemberment of the 
entire Indian sub-continent. Neither India 
nor Pakistan have ever existed as ethnic 
entities, but purely as states representing 
the will of Hindu and Muslim communities 
on the continent to live separately from 
each other. East Pakistan (now Bangla 
Desh) comprised part of what used to be 
the province of Bengal and part of what 
used to be the province of Assam. If 
Bengalis can be called a people, then they 
are the people of West Bengal (India) as well 
as East Bengal (Bangla Desh). The people of 
Assam are different racially from the Bengalis 
and have a distinct language, although i+ is 
related to Bengah - as Danish is different, 
although related, to Norwegian. There is, 
in other words, nothing to provide the basis 
for a Bangla Desh ‘nation . 

All right, it may be said, this is 
academically proven. What interest, though, 
is it to us? 



SHEIK 
MUJIB 
sleek, rich 
‘Represen¬ 
tative of the 
people’ 


The answer is that ‘Bangla Desh’ becomes 
a matter of very great interest to us and to 
the world as a whole if it is considered in 
the context of the powers that have created 
it. Bangla Desh is, to begin with, a state that 
is Communist in all but name. Its ruling 
party the Awami League is Marxist- 
orientated. Its leaders are Marxist-inspired. 
Its supreme ruler, a gentleman rejoicing 
under the name of Sheik Mujibur R^man, 
has a long record as a subversive and a 
revolutionary. It is perfectly clear from his 
pronouncements that his programme is in¬ 
tended to follow the lines of Sovietism. 

And, just as a point of interest, Bangla 
Desh comprises 75 million people. 


GENESIS OF BANGLA DESH 


For these reasons the genesis of Bangla 
Desh is a subject well worth study. I first 
started taking more than just a casual 
interest in events in that part of the world 
at the time when floods from the Ganges 
River caused widespread devastation and 
death throughout the region. When the 
devastation and death began to be the 
cause of political unrest, that might have 
been dismissed as a natural feature of the 
chaos characteristic of the area. When, 
however, this political unrest began to 
materialise into a separatist movement, and 
when it was clear that this separatist move¬ 
ment was one belonging to the far left, 
it seemed that powers might be at work 
which had international ramifications. 


In such situations when one is lacking 
precise information it is often instructive 
to observe the line taken by the leftist- 
liberal press. The line in this case became 
clear when the Pakistan Government started 
to take action against ,the separatist move¬ 
ment. Tales of the most bloodcurdling 
atrocities began to become a feature of the 
reports. Of course it would be idle to 
suppose that such atrocities are not possible, 
or even probable, when people come into 
conflict in that corner of the globe. How¬ 
ever, the very heavy emphasis by the usual 
papers on the atrocities attributed to the 
Pakistani Government forces, and the almost 
total exclusion of any tales of atrocities by 
.the separatists, seemed to confirm the sus¬ 
picion that the official ‘line’ of the inter¬ 
national liberal establishment was to support 
the separatists and to oppose the Govern¬ 
ment. 

This is not surprising when one considers 
that the ruling regime in Pakistan has been 
up till recently an authoritarian regime of 
the right — as distinct from that in neigh¬ 
bouring India, which is a liberal democratic 
regime of the left. There is no evidence 
to suppose that this authoritarian and right- 
wing regime was one which made Pakistan 
a very happy place to live in. On the other 
hand, neither is there any evidence that it 
made it any worse to live in than scores 
of other countries in Asia. What damns 
any regime in the eyes of liberal opinion 
is that it is right-wing and authoritarian, not 
that it treats its subjects any worse in reality 
than its neighbours. 

Gradually a pattern began to be estab¬ 
lished in which the Pakistani Government 
of Yahya Khan was cast in the role of 
number one villain, brutally oppressing the 
poor people of East Pakistan, who sought 
independence. The pattern of course is a 
famihar one to all who have studied revo¬ 
lutionary developments of modern times 
and their careful nurturing by the leftist 
opinion media. 

The pattern was confirmed when we 
started to witness brown-skinned young men 
and women in their thousands pouring out 
onto the streets of London shouting slogans 
against the Yahya Khan Government. These 
mobs consisted of people whom we had up 
to then assumed to be Pakistanis, but now 
they were chanting a new slogan — a slogan 
none of us had ever heard. It was “Bangla 
Desh! Bangla Desh!” Did all these young 
people, after having been Pakistanis for 
years, suddenly of their "own accord wake 
up one morning and decide that they be¬ 
longed to anoflier nation, a nation that 
none of us had evdr heard of - Bangla 
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Revolutionary Conspiracy in Action 


Desh? Or did some powerful political 
machine, much older ^an Bangla Desh 
itself, manipulate them to that purpose? 
Decide for yourself. 

SABRE RATTLING 

The next chapter in the story opened 
with the Government of India — a govern¬ 
ment long beloved by liberal-progressive 
opinion — engaged in a sabre-rattling dispute 
with the Government of Pakistan, a dispute 
which was quite clearly building up to war. 
It was obvious from the beginning that the 
sabre-rattling had been started by Mrs. 
Gandhi, and that the intentions of Yahya 
Khan’s regime, whatever else its sins, were 
peaceful. This was confessed when war 
started. There was never any doubt about 
it. India attacked Pakistan. Even the lovers 
of the former and haters of the latter could 
not conceal that. 

It was at this point that the real nature 
of the leftist establishment began to be 
revealed. Having screamed to the heavens 
for countless years its abhorrence of ‘armed 
aggression’, the left might have been expected 
by any unprejudiced person to side im¬ 
mediately with Pakistan and against India. 
But no! Quite the contrary, in an exhibition 
of hypocrisy that excelled even its own 
long traditions, the left — politicians, press 
and broadcasters — lined up to the last man, 
and the last shrieking woman, behind India 
and against Pakistan. Wars of .aggression, 
it seems, are not wars of aggression when 
they are wars fought in causes of which 
the left approves and against people of whom 
the left disapproves. The orgy of adulation 
for the Indian attackers, and the orgy of hate 
for the Pakistani defenders did nothing if not 
lead a good many people to query old and 
accepted myths about the lefty conscience. 

By now it had become very clear that the 
dismemberment of Pakistan and the setting 
up of a new state in its eastern wing was a 
definite aim of International Communism in 
alliance with the usual ‘liberal’ forces in the 
West. Both the necessary agencies had done 
their part. Agitation and subversion on the 
spot — and propaganda conducted world¬ 
wide. It didn’t matter that no authentic 
‘nation’ existed as a basis for the severance 
of East Pakistan from West Pakistan. One 
could be conveniently created, and one was 
conveniently created: Bangla Desh. In no 
time the lap-dog spokesmen of establishment 
opinion were talking of ‘Bangla Desh’ in the 
same matter-of-fact tones as they would 
speak of Great Britain, Germany or France. 

The Bangla Desh state was duly set up 


with the aid of the Indian Army, while its 
leaders claimed at the same time that this 
was the victory of their people’s struggle 
to win their freedom. Sheik Mujibur Rahman 
was duly installed as Chief. What kind of a 
man is Sheik Mujibur Rahman? What are his 
credentials as leader of ‘the people’? Who 
are his friends? 

At the time many of these questions 
remain unanswered, but British television 
viewers got a glimpse of the truth very 
recently when none other than our old 
friend David Frost betook himself to Dacca 
to conduct a long interview with the Sheik. 
David Frost personally is of very little 
importance, but he is significant as a 
barometer of liberal establishment opinion. 
Those to whom dear David behaves rudely 
can usually be assumed to be the enemies of 
the liberal establishment; those to whom 
he behaves with his well known ob¬ 
sequiousness can always be assumed to be 
its friends. 

Frost had not completed his descent 
from the plane at Dacca airport when he 
made it clear where Bangla Desh and its 
Chief stood in establishment eyes. He 
spoke to reporters about the great revolution 
and its great leader, and then went promptly 
to meet the leader himself. Viewers were 
then shown Frost being taken on a conducted 
tour of the leader’s home, with the latter 
explaining the barbarous way in which 
Ysdiya’s forces had come to arrest him 
there. The sheer size and sumptuousness 
of the home, contrasted vividly with the 
ramshackle dwellings of the people that 
littered the route from the airport, in much 
the same way as the well fed appearance of 



BANGLA DESH BAYONETTINGS 
Played down by leftist press 


the Sheik contrasted with the half-starved 
Idok of his subjects. This, however, did not 
prevent His Excellency emphasising that he 
represented “the people” and repeating about 
ten times throughout the programme that 
“they loved him”. To oohs and ahs from 
Master Frost, he rehashed the tales of the 
atrocities of Yahya’s troops,, while of course 
Frost did not embarrass hhji by asking him 
about the public bayonetting by his own 
followers of East Pakistanis loyal to the 
Yahya Government. 

The overall impression of the Sheik was 
of a vain, conceited, slimy demagogue who 
fitted perfectly the type of ruler that the 
international liberal establishment approves 
and promotes. 


MR. BHUTTO 

Meanwhile, of course, things had 
happened in West Pakistan. As 1917 demon¬ 
strated, there is no better time than a war 
defeat to topple a national ruler and hasten 
in a pro-red substitute. The same demon¬ 
strations turned on like a tap in London 
were duly set into motion in Karachi and 
Rawalpindi. Yahya Khan, ogre of the 
international establishment, fell, and Mr. 
Bhutto, another darling of the international 
establishment, was installed in power. Like 
the Sheik in the East, Mr. Bhutto is yet 
another person who reconciles his socialist 
and revolutionary opinions with the 
possession of fabulous wealth. A fit can¬ 
didate indeed for the adulation of the leftist 
press — which he duly received. Hardly 
had he entered his chair of office, was 
Mr. Bhutto heard to make overtures to 
Sheik Mujib, saying that he would be willing 
to place himself under him if the unity of 
Pakistan could be preserved. 

At the time of writing it is not known 
whether this will happen. What is known 
is that the Indo-Pakistan conflict, with its 
result of the setting up of the Marxist 
state of Bangla Desh in the East and the 
overthrow of the Yahya Khan Government 
in the West, bears all the hallmarks of a 
classic maneouvre by the international, pro¬ 
communist power elite. 

Further facts may come to light which 
could indicate the precise role of inter¬ 
national financial forces in this affair, but 
one fact that is established beyond dispute 
is that when Sheik Mujibur Rahman was 
released from prison in West Pakistan the 
first place that he made off to was not, 
as one would have thought, his own country, 
but to London, where he conferred with 
Mr. Heath and Mr. Wilson, and discussed 
“financial proposals”. 
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Leftist T.V. Control 
Same in U.S. as Here 


Spearhead in its long battle to expose the 
left-wing and internationalist control of 
British TV has always been conscious, and 
has many times pointed out, that the ten¬ 
dency is world-wide. There has been a 
deliberate conspiracy to take over television 
networks in all the leading Western countries 
in order to turn them into instruments of 
leftist propaganda and to deny a voice on 
them to nationalists, patriots and anti¬ 
communists. 

A typical example is in the United 
States, where all three main national net¬ 
works are controlled by left-wingers of 
foreign descent. These are NBC (Robert 
Sarnoff), CBS (Leonard Goldenson) and 
ABC (William Paley). 

An instance of how (his control is exer¬ 
cised occurred recently when The Committee 
of One Million, a patriotic organisation based 
in Washington, produced a film exposing the 
barbarous methods of suppression practised 
by the regime of Red China. In order to 
support their campaign to oppose the ad¬ 
mission of Red China into the UN, the 
Committee applied to all the three networks 
for time to show the film. All three promptly 
turned the request down. The Committee 
then appealed to the Federal Com¬ 
munications Commission, under the “fairness 
doctrine” of the Federal Communications 
Act, which is supposed to ensure impartiality 
in broadcasting. The Commission voted 
against the appeal by 4 to 1, with 2 ab¬ 
stentions. It stated that the refusal of the 
three networks to show the film was not a 
violation of the Act. 

Our correspondents in the US tell us 
that the FCC is simply a body set up .to 
ensure “fairness” for leftists, not their op¬ 
ponents, and one of its rules is to insist that 
all programmes put on the air by patriotic 
groups, although they must be paid for by 
the groups, must carry the automatic right 
of reply by their opponents free of charge! 
This means of course that the networks have 
a ready excuse to refuse such programmes, 
since showing them means that they have 
to give free time to those on the left to 
reply. 

The rule, however, does not work irf 
reverse. As the three networks have all 
praised Red China and supported its ad¬ 
mission into UNO, the right of reply should 
have been given free to the Committee of 
One Million, but it has not. 

We in Britain have seen this “right of 
reply” technique used by the enemy in other 
fields than TV. Several times our supporters 
at universities and colleges have applied to 


have National Front or other patriotic 
speakers address audiences there, and the 
powers that control politics in these estab¬ 
lishments have said “Yes, certainly. We 
believe in free speech for all, however ob¬ 
noxious their views (!!!). However, in order 
to ensure that there really is free speech, we 
must have a speaker at the same meeting rep¬ 
resenting the opposite side of .the argument.” 
Of course, it is arranged that no speaker from 
the opposite side agrees to appear, and so the 
college writes, back to us a little later and 
says that it regrets that the meeting cannot 
take place. 

Of course the rule is nonsense, because 
for every one speech from our side that is 
made in these places there are a thousand 
made from the left. No-one, however, insists 
that we are there to reply. 

By observing sinWar tactics used by these 
people all over the world, we can readily 
appreciate how their actions form part of one 
organised, coordinated and well tried inter¬ 
national conspiracy to smash our basic 
freedoms. 


VOICE OF THE 


DEEP SOUTH 


Readers of our journal will know that the 
enemy that we fight in Britian is in fact 
world-wide, and that patriots in other 
countries are our allies in the same fight. 

Those who are interested to hear political 
problems approached from a similar angle to 
ours in the United States, and to receive news 
of the patriotic struggle in that country, may 
well like to read The Augusta Courier, a hard 
hitting weekly paper published from Augusta, 
Georgia, in the heart of America’s Deep 
South. The Augusta Courier is patriotic, 
segregationist and strongly anti-communist. 
The cost of a subscription for copies sent by 
air mail to countries outside the U.S. is 
10.00 (£4.00) per year. For sample copies 
write to: The Augusta Courier, Suite 500, 
500 Building, Augusta, Georgia 30902, 
U.S.A. 

• • • 

Readers should understand that our ad¬ 
vertisement or recommendation of any other 
journal does not necessarily imply complete 
support on our part of all its contents or all 
its affiliations. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 

The weakening of the will — Nietzsche called it “paralysis of will” — another 
symptom of dying out of racial instincts, leads to a total deterioration of public 
life in the afflicted areas. Government leaders dare not offer a stern programme 
to their masses of human grains of sand: they abdicate but remain in office as 
private men. Government ceases; the only functions* that continue are the ones 
that have always gone on, no new aim, no sacrifices. Keep the old going; no 
creation! No effort! That would be too hard. Keep the pleasures going, the 
panem et circenses. Never mind the necessities of life, we are willing to renounce 
them as long as we have the pleasures. 

This weakening of the will leads to voluntary abandonment of empires conquered 
with the blood of millions over ten generations. It leads to abysmal hatred of 
whoever and whatever represents sternness, creation, the future. One of its products 
is pacifism, and the only way a racially dissolving population can be driven to war 
is conscription coupled with pacifist propaganda — “This is the last war — actually 
it is a war against war.” Only an intellectual could be taken in by such stark 
unreality. The weak will of society manifests itself in the bolshevism of the upper 
classes, the sympathy with the enemies of society. Anyone with unimpaired will, 
however, is really felt to be the enemy — even cogent reasoning is hated; ideals 
are so much less demanding. 

Mediocrity rises above the horizon of a dying race as its last great ideal, total 
mediocrity, renunciation of all greatness and distinction of any ^nd whatsoever; 
also mediocrity of the racial blood-stream — anyone can come in now, not only 
on our terms, for there are no more terms, and there are no racial differences, 
everything is one, dull, eventless, mediocre. 

The weakening of the will is not hard put to find an ideology which rationalises 
it as “progress”, everything desirable, the aim of all previous history. The democracy- 
liberalism complex lies to hand, and it acquires in such times the meaning of death 
— of race, nation and culture. There are no human differences, everyone is equal, 
men are women, women are men, the ‘individual’ is everything, life is a long holiday 
whose main problem is devising new and more stupid pleasures, there is no God. 
no State, off with the head of anyone who says there is a mission, who wishes 
to resurrect authority. 

Francis Parker Yockey: IMPERIUM 
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MORE HELPERS WANTED 


CALL FOR MANY TALENTS ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT 


In the last year or so the development of 
the National Front, and the scope of its 
activities have been such that an enormous 
amount of work has been placed on the 
shoulders of staff inadequate in numbers to 
cope with it. This is of course a natural 
problem in any growing* organism, and can 
only be overcome by greater delegation of 
tasks. 

Right now the NF needs a considerable 
number of new helpers who are willing and 
competent to take on responsibilities outside 
the sphere of ordinary branch activity. Some 
of these tasks call for special talents, others 
could involve, in time, the assumption of no 
small responsibility and authority in the 
movement. Others are quite simple but 
require considerable time. 

Up to now a weakness of the NF has been 
the lack of an internal mechanism through 
which people of ability and keenness to take 
on greater responsibility can come to notice. 
The NF is trying hard in 1972 to build such 
a mechanism, and to this end has asked us to 
make an appeal for volunteers under the 
following headings:— 


In this department people are needed 
who can use (and preferably who have) a 
typewriter and who can therefore take on a 
number of clerical responsibilities, such as 
compiling lists, typing routine letters, etc., if 
necessary at home. 

Apart from typing, people are needed 
who can perform more general clerical work 
and who are prepared to travel a few miles 
to help in the NF offices, both in North and 
South London. 


MEETINGS DEPARTMENT 

This is a new department formed to 
secure the efficient running of public 
meetings, but its work also involves tasks 
connected with demonstrations, marches, 
etc. 

We need carpenters and handymen who 
can assist in m^ing certain essential items 
of equipment such as stands or bases for 
flags, banner boards, posters, etc. We need 
sign-painters for banners and other artwork. 
We need van or lorry-owners who can assist 


School Violence: Why is it 
Being Hushed Up? 


Violence in schools is being deliberately 
played down by headmasters and teachers, 
Mrs. Diana Geddes, leader of the Conservative 
opposition, said at a meeting of the Inner 
London Education Committee on January 
8th. 

Proposing an enquiry into the extent and 
causes of violence in schools, she said that 
teachers were made to look inadequate if 
they reported incidents of violence to their 
locd authority. 

“I venture to suggest there is the pos¬ 
sibility of a chain reaction here, heads not 
encouraging reports from younger members 
of the staff for the same reason.” 

She said it was “thoroughly irresponsible” 
to pretend that the problem of violence did 
not exist. “Gang hooliganism is on the 
increase as anyone with any experience in 
the courts would confirm.” 

Despite her plea, the authority rejected 
her proposal for a report on the incidence of 
violence in schools by 32 votes to 10. It 
passed, instead, a Labour amendment ex¬ 
pressing support for teachers who “faced 
these problems in schools.” 

Sir Maltby Crofton (C) said that head¬ 
masters had a natural desire to play down 
incidents of violence in their school and he 


fully understood their attitude. 

Why indeed is this growing violence 
played down, and why did the Labour- 
controlled Council vote down a motion 
proposing that it should be publicised? To 
those acquainted with what is really going on 
in London schools, the answer is quite clear: 
the violence is due to race trouble, and that 
is something which, according to the official 
view, does not exist in our schools! 


N.F. CHAIRMAN 
TO MARRY 

We are delighted to announce that Mr. 
John O’Brien, National Chairman of the 
National Front, is engaged to be married to 
Miss Barbara Manning of Romford, Essex, 
later this year. 

Miss Manning will be known to many 
National Front members and supporters in 
the East London and Essex area as one of the 
most stalwart and dedicated active members 
in the movement over several years. 

We are sure that all readers and NF 
followers will join with us in sending to the 
happy couple our warmest congratulations 
and every good wish for the future. 


in transporting larger items of equipment to 
meeting places and other places of activity. 


BRANCH DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 

People are needed to assist in liaison 
between NF Headquarters and branches 
throughout the country. This work is of a 
highly specialised nature and needs tact and 
a general ability to handle people, as well as 
a sound appreciation of the organisational 
needs of the NF nationally. The latter will 
be thoroughly taught to suitable applicants 
before they are asked to^perform any duties. 
These responsibilities could in the course of 
time require the assumption of considerable 
authority, providing those concerned show 
the necessary calibre. 

This liaison work involves some travelling, 
and car-owners are at an advantage. It also 
involves correspondence work, however, and 
typewriter qualifications mentioned under 
'Administration’ would be useful. 


SPEARHEAD 

Spearhead would appreciate the regular 
help of people in folding, stapling and cutting 
of copies just off the press. There are also 
other jobs of a general clerical nature in 
which assistance would be received gladly. 
Again typists and typewriter-owners would 
be of great value. 

The Editor would also like help in 
Letrasetting work. This involves setting up 
headings for articles by dry transfer process. 
The job can be easily learnt, but requires 
some talent for neatness, precision and 
symmetry, and, not least, good eyesight. An 
artistic bent is a help but not essential. 


NATIONALIST BOOKS 

A wide range of tasks are involved in the 
running of our very important book depart¬ 
ment, which for some time has been under¬ 
manned and which therefore has not worked 
at maximum efficiency. 

Some tasks are of a clerical or menial 
nature, including the acknowledging and 
packaging of orders, etc., and do not need 
any special knowledge of or interest in 
books as such. There are, however, certain 
other tasks in which a genuine interest in 
political literature and its promotion would 
be very useful. 

Would all those who are able and willing 
to help us in any of these fields, or who have 
any other special talents they feel may be of 
service please contact the National Front at 
408 Seven Sisters Road, London, N.4. 
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As readers will notice on their front 
covers, Spearhead reaches with this issue its 
half century. This is the 50th issue that we 
have printed, and it naturally takes us back 
in memory to our early strug^es. 

Spearhead was founded in the Winter of 
1964/65. Its first address was a tumbledown 
room in Battersea. It was founded by the 
present Editor, John Tyndall, with the 
collaboration of present Deputy Editor, 
Martin Webster, and Denis Pirie, now at 
Sussex University, who will be known to 
many of our readers. These men, all 30 or 
under at the time, were the leading activators 
of the Greater Britain Movement, one of the 
several small patriotic organisations that 
preceded, and eventually merged with, the 
National Front. 

It was considered desirable that a journal 
be published in support of the GBM, and 
Spearhead was chosen as its name. The first 
issue was printed by letterpress in newspaper 
format, but this was found uneconomical as 
sales at first were very small, and advertise¬ 
ments, as is still almost the case now, non - 
existent. It was decided to alter to magazine 
format and print by offset, which allowed 
greater economy by permitting us to do a 
larger part of the job ourselves. We obtained 
a cheap portable typewriter with a typestyle 
as near as we could get to a printed 
appearance, and set up the type on this. The 
job was done by Mrs. Valerie Trevelyan, a 
loyal supporter of our little group, now 
living in the Middle East. The type was 
pasted up and all the headings and other 
artwork done by Editor John Tyndall, and 
this job entailed many, many hours of work, 
quite apart from other tasks involved in 
production. Plate-making and printing were 
contracted out. The second issue — which 
really represented the launching of Spearhead 
in its present form — came out in December 
1964, with the front page headline: “Who 
controls Harold Wilson?” and details inside 
about some of the shady background figures 
some of them from the world of big 
business, who acted as advisers and mani¬ 
pulators of the then Prime Minister. 

Over the years from 1964 to 1967 

Poets’ Corner 

Down in the jungle something stirred — 

’Tis the cry of the Wall Street banker-bird! 
Wherever next, he fretfully moans 
Can I farm out my dollar loans? 

The Market Six have had enough 
With dollar bonds they’re truly stuffed! 

Yet in the midst of his despait 
A new note thrills the gloomy air; 

Sweet with hope it softly falls. 

The gentle click of ping pong balls! 

The banker-bird resumes his song; 

Surely he need not wait too long 
For Red China, UNO-sanctified, 

To open new horizons wide? 

CLARE MACDONALD 



Spearhead appeared at irregular intervals - 
according to when there was time to get 
another issue prepared, aside from other 
activities, and when there was money to get 
it printed. It improved bit by bit in 
quality, as our experience of lay-out work 
grew, and also in size. Starting with 8 pages, 
it increased to 12 in July 1966. At the same 
time, the overall page size increased slightly. 

In 1967 it was decided to disband the 
Greater Britain Movement, since by then the 
National Front had come into being and it 
was clear that the cause of Nationalism 
would be better served by those who had 
built the GBM putting their support behind 
the new and larger movement. Spearhead, 
however, still continued in existence, now in 
support of the NF. 

MILESTONE 

Another big milestone was reached in 
1967. Our strength had increased to the 
extent that it was possible to obtain an IBM 
Executive typewriter, with proportional 
spacing so that our type face could for the 
first time really take on an authentic ‘printed’ 
look. To do this, however, meant typing 
every item out twice in order to obtain 
justification of the right-hand edge of 
columns. As Mrs. Trevelyan was no longer 
available, this entire work was done by 
the Editor — which involved further sacrifice 
of time aside from that of the artwork and 
editorial tasks. 

In February 1968 the size was increased 
yet again to 16 pages, but the magazine still 
appeared only spasmodically. Later in that 
year the journal Combat, which had fought 
bravely for the Nationalist cause since 1958 
under the direction of John Bean, merged 
with us and handed us their subscription list, 
which greatly helped our further develop¬ 
ment. 

During these times it became clear that 
the next important task was to stabilise 
Spearhead on a regular monthly basis. This 
meant that more money would be needed, 
not only to cover printing costs, but to 
enable us to use full-time labour, since the 
work on that basis was far beyond the power 
of anyone to do in a purely voluntary 
capacity. This money was provided by 
various supporters contributing to a special 
development fund, which has continued to 
this day, although decreasing with each year 
as our income from other sources has grown. 

In 1969 we started to appear monthly, 
and have done so, apart from the occasional 
month, ever since. During the same year, 
Peter McMenemie took on the job of Lay-out 


Editor, which relieved Mr. Tyndall of some 
work and at the same time brought some 
fresh new ideas and talents to that field 
which improved the quality of production 
in the eyes of most readers. Mr. McMenemie 
later left the staff of Spearhead and launched 
his own journal, Britain First, but it is only 
fair to acknowledge his part in bringing 
about a better appearance in Spearhead, for 
it was a considerable one. Since his 
departure, Mr. Tyndall has again taken over 
lay-out work, but drawing, no doubt, on 
some of the inherited ideas of his predecessor. 


FURTHER IMPROVEMENT 

1970 brought a further improvement in 
that we were able to negotiate professional 
typesetting services at very good rates. This 
very much relieved the strain on the time of 
the Editor and at the same time enabled us 
to have our type set on an even better 
machine than previously, so further en¬ 
hancing the quality of production which is 
so important if our magazine is to be taken 
.seriously. 

Throughout these years Spearhead had 
problems in office accommodation. We were 
soon forced to leave our room in Battersea 
when the landlord found out the purposes to 
which we were using it. We then used a room 
in Winchmore Hill provided by a loyal 
supporter, Mrs. Maud Coggins. Since it was 
not possible to use this address for postal 
purposes, a business forwarding address was 
negotiated in the West End of London. 
Shortly afterwards, and when notepaper had 
been printed bearing this address, its hirer, a 
frail, elderly lady who ran an office services 
bureau, was called on and intimidated by 
four men belonging to we know not what. 
Result: new forwarding address required. 

Later we were ordered out of another 
office in West Norwood by its landlord under 
threats from political opponents, and finally 
acquired accommodation at the Nationalist 
Centre, where we have been since. 

Spearhead, we have it on good authority, 
has come to have a very considerable in¬ 
fluence and one which far outweighs the 
pure numerical size of its circulation. Apart 
from National Front circles, where it has 
played a big recruiting role, it is read ex¬ 
tensively in universities and in the right-wing 
of the Tory Party, as well as among trade- 
unionists. 

It has striven at all times to play a dual 
role: to ‘convert’ the ordinary man in the 
street from a non-political to an actively 
political attitude, and to further educate 
existing converts to a better understanding 
of politics and towards an all-embracing 
political philosophy. It has been instrumental 
in building a hard nucleus of well informed’ 
Nationalists in Britain, both inside and out¬ 
side the National Front, united in the 
fundamentals of their beliefs and therefore 
a cohesive force of great potential strength. 
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The Wall Street - 
Moscow Axis 


Spearhead has maintained, often to the 
indignation of some of its readers, that 
International Capitalism and International 
Communism are, at the highest levels of 
control, not antagonistic forces, but work 
through different means to common ends. 
We have further maintained that the true 
ruling powers in the United States, the 
world’s foremost capitalistic nation, have 
since the time of Franklin D. Roosevelt 
conspired constantly to nurture and 
strengthen the Soviet Bloc. 

Since the bulk of the American electorate 
are firmly anti-communist, this hasJiad to be 
done by a series of political swindles. Poli¬ 
ticians in their speeches to the people have 
sworn to oppose Communism, but once in 
power they have dedicated themselves in 
practice to helping Communism. So it was 
with Roosevelt, Truman, Eisenhower, 
Kennedy and Johnson. So it is with Nixon. 

This is borne out by the latest trade 
agreement between the US and Russia, which 
is aimed to lead to a free flow of goods 
between American and all Iron Curtain 
countries by 1973. 

Under the agreement, the US machinery 
industry will no longer encounter Pentagon 
opposition to the shipment of machine tools 
and other equipment to the Soviet Bloc. 
The US will also permit virtually unhampered 
export of transportation and production 
equipment for consum.er goods. 

The US Governpient will not interfere 
with free importation of Soviet raw materials 
and other products, and US firms will be 
allowed to work with the Soviet Government 
to exploit Russia’s natural resources. 

The US Government will ask Congress to 
grant most-favoured-nation status to Russia. 

VOLTE FACE 

A report of the agreement in The Sunday 
Times headed “How Nixon Came to Love^ 
the Soviets” said “For Nixon the new policy 
represents a complete volte face. He began 
his political climb as a newly elected 
Congressman on the House of Un-American 
Activities Committee in 1948, when he was 
one of America’s most rabid ‘commie-haters’. 

“Now, however, he is f^ced with the 
problem of getting re-elected — and the 
‘commies’ may be the very people to help 
him. According to his political advisers, he 
must wipe out the trade deficit and end the 
recession if he is to retain the backing of 
big business. 

“With a little help from his new com¬ 
munist friends, who are as eager as he is to 
trade, Nixon could well fight this year’s 
election with the slogan: “The man who 


brought the cold war to an end - at a 
profit.” 

The Sunday Times is of course being less 
than complete in its statement of the truth. 
Certainly Nixon on his way up, like many 
others, cashed in on grass roots anti-red 
sentiment and then, having got to the top 
circles of power, realised that the prevailing 
sentiment there was pro-red, and accordingly 
adapted his policies to that fact. True - 
Nixon has had to engage in his volte face “in 
order to get the support of big business”, but 
not in the sense that The Sunday Times 
implies. “Big business” in this context does 
not mean the ordinary American industrial 
producers worried about the balance of pay¬ 
ments (that can easily be remedied by in¬ 
tensifying protective measures against the 
flood of imported manufactures); “big 
business” means cosmopolitan finance, based 
in Wall Street, whose policy it is to use 
American economic strength to foster a 
Soviet system which without it, and that of 



TRICKY 
DICKY 
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the other Western industrial powers, would 
soon collapse. One only has to remember 
the way the US and Canada came to Russia’s 
rescue with massive wheat supplies at the 
time of the failure of Kruschev’s harvest to 
see another example of that. 

As for the “cold war”, this has been a 
phoney issue since its inception, and Nixon 
is doing nothing new whatever by acting 
contrary to it. 

We say again: red revolution in Russia, 
China and all over the world can never be 
understood except through an appreciation 
of the role of the Internationa Money 
Power, with its headquarters in New York, 
in subsidising it. 


How To Obtain SPEARHEAD 

Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure 
obtaining copies for themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain 
quantities for redistribution. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a 
subscription by filling in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or 
postal order for the amount applicable. 

NAME... 
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SIR: The latest issue of Spearhead is first 
rate, but I was dismayed to read the phrase 
“The work of the Quislings of the Race 
Relations Industry is aided and abetted by 
the cunning traitors. . 

Surely you ought to know by now that 
Vidkun Quisling was the leader of Norway’s 
Nasjonal Samling, a patriotic movement. 

As a dedicated anti-Communist, a patriot 
and a Christian gentleman, this man couldn’t 
hope to escape smearing by the international 
Press. Isn’t this exactly what would happen 
to the National Front if it were to take over 
the Government now or in the near future? 

When the Germans invaded Norway in 
1940 Quisling made a firm — and partly 
successful — attempt to keep Norway’s 
internal affairs in Norwegian hands. But in 
1945, when the Socialists, Communists and 
internationalists floated up like scum to the 
surface and took over Norwegian affairs. 
Quisling was given a mock trial — which was 
loudly acclaimed by “world opinion” — and 
then shot as a “traitor”. 

I must confess that I myself believed the 
lies told about him until a few years ago. 
But the whole truth has now come out in 
several books, written in English and other 
European languages. Some of them have 
been published by Britons Publishing 
Company. 

I do hope that Spearhead will never 
again help to perpetuate the disgraceful 
slanders that have been heaped upon this 
brave Christian patriot. 

ENID MORRILL (Mrs.), 
Kings Langley, Herts. 

SIR: It was with sadness that I noted the 
admission of Red China into the U.N.O. and 
the immediate expulsion of Nationalist China 
(Formosa), a founding member of this inter¬ 
national body. V/hat surprised me most was 
the British and Irish Governments’ support 
of the “rapers of Tibet”, who are out to 
control the world through appeasement, 
trickery, intrigue and revolution. Would it 
not be in Christian Ireland’s interest to 
withdraw from this Peking/Moscow axis, 
instead of playing into the hands of inter¬ 
national communism? The Dublin and 


London Governments ignore the pleas of 
the missionaries, who are suffering per¬ 
secution in this Red Hell? Why? From 
January through to August of last year, up 
to 2,500 refugees arrived in Hong Kong and 
in the first eight months of 1970, 900 
arrived. They got out of this “peaceful” 
country by every means available. Dublin 
and London ignore these refugees by voting 
in this barbaric regime. The Dalai Lama, 
exiled spiritual leader of Tibet states that his 
countrymen are suffering humiliation, tor¬ 
ture, and even being killed on trumped-up 
charges. Dublin and London remain silent 
in the face of this persecution. Why? From 
1927, 34 million human beings have been 
slaughtered in Red China. Have the Govern¬ 
ments of Dublin and London any shame 
whatsoever to be associated with these com¬ 
munist executioners or will they ever learn? 

THOMAS WALL, 
Middleton, Co. Cork, Ireland. 


SIR: As a Canadian living in Britain, I have 
always been in sympathy with your point of 
view on the future of the Commonwealth. 

Many of the more ignorant of my fellow 
countrymen think that the slackening of 
Canada’s ties with Britain and the Common¬ 
wealth is the sign of some upsurge in her 
own evolution towards nationhood and 
national independence. As I have been 
telling them for years, nothing could be 
further from the truth. Not only is an 
isolated Canada fair game for the increasing 
economic imperialism of the US, the more 


Canada breaks her Commonwealth ties the 
harder is her search for a true nationhood. 

In this connection a most interesting 
report appeared in the Sunday Telegraph 
recently, which you may or may not have 
seen. In this report, which was headed “How 
Independent is Canada?”, a senior Canadian 
Government official was quoted as saying: 
“It is an extraordinary thing that a country — 
the second largest in the world and indepen¬ 
dent for over a hundred years — is still 
searching for an identity, still questioning 
whether it has a future.” 

The report went on to say: “Canada’s 
population of 21 million is one of the most 
prosperous in the world, and yet Canadians 
say to foreigners: “We don’t know what we 
are. You tell us.” 

The official, speaking again, said: “Before 
the war it was easy. Canada was the Queen, 
the British Empire and the Union Jack. After 
the war we had to hit on something new, so 
it was an independent country within the 
Commonwealth — like India and Pakistan. 
But Britain began to show more interest in 
Europe than the Commonwealth, so now we 
have a new theme — an English-French¬ 
speaking bilingual nation.” 

These words confirm much of what you 
have said about the Commonwealth lands. I 
feel that were there really a patriotic revival 
in Britain incorporating a new faith in 
Commonwealth on a kith and kin basis it 
would be welcomed by a great many people 
in my country. 

T. G. McLEAN, 
Epsom, Surrey. 


LETHR OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 
published in the Kentish Independent 


IN HIS letter about the 
political system in Northern 
Ireland, Mr. D. E. Virgo 
alleges the existence of 
“ vote-rigging ” and “ cor¬ 
ruption ” without actually 
citing any instances of 
either — unless, of course, 
his fatuous assertion that 
the Orange Order decide 
who will be employed in the 
Post Offices of Ulster, is to 
be regarded as evidence to 
support the latter charge. 

Mr. Virgo refers to the 
disorder and killings which 
have become an almost 
daily occurrence in North¬ 
ern Ireland, and it is worth 
bearing the following facts 
in mind: 

The initial disturbances 
and violence which were the 
forerunner to the present 
guerilla warfare came about 


nearly three years ago as 
the result of demonstrations 
by ‘<civil rights” groups who 
were demanding political 
reform for the Catholic 
minority. 

These reforms have been 
carried out, or are in the 
process of being carried out 
and members of the Opposi¬ 
tion in the Ulster Parlia¬ 
ment have been invited by 
the Northern Ireland Prime 
Minister to share in the 
administration of Govern¬ 
ment and to play a more 
effective part in the affairs 
of the Province. 

Yet the violence has 
increased and millions of 
pounds worth of damage has 
been caused to property by 
vicious, evil men of the 
I.R.A. whose real aims have 
nothing whatever to do with 
“ civil rights ” but who seek 
the overthrow of the Ulster 


Government, the destruc¬ 
tion of its constitution and, 
eventually, the formation of 
a “Socialist Paradise” in a 
united Ireland. 

Mr. Virgo concluded by 
asking how many more lives 
are to end violently in 
Ulster. I would suggest he 
poses his question to the 
anti-British terrorists of the 
I.R.A. who are making the 
tragic error of believing 
that a million loyal men and 
women of Ulster will be 
abandoned by the remain¬ 
der of the British people if 
the I.R.A. policy of murder, 
arson and intimidation is 
continued for just long 
enough. They are the root 
cause of the tragedy in 
Ulster today. 

RONALD J. SCOTT, Chair¬ 
man, Bromley Branch, Na¬ 
tional Front. 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


‘Social Workers’ Everywhere but 
O.A.P. Left to Rot 

The Evening News of 1st February 
contained the following tragic story: 

'Vld John Mayberry *s life of loneliness 
and misery finally ended yesterday — in a 
pauper's grave at Kensal Green. Partially 
blind and suffering from diabetes he died 
from exposure in a council flat at Not ting 
Hill (North London). 

'Tor almost two years he had been a 
forgotten man - virtually ignored by welfare 
services. When help finally came on January 
17 it was too late. He was found helpless 
under a pile of old coats on a lice-ridden 
bed. He died two days later in hospital. 

"The electric fire was covered in debris. 
The sink was blocked up. The stove had 
become a rubbish store. Rotting bread, 50 
empty tins of powdered milk and piles of 
old cornflakes packets revealed his diet 
during the last months. Mr. Mayberry, in his 
70's, was too weak to open the Christmas 
pudding standing among the empty mineral 
water bottles by his bed. 

"A spokesman for Kensington and 
Chelsea Council said: 'We are looking into 
the circumstances of his death. Whenever 
we hear of elderly people being at risk our 
social services department go round and 
offer help. In this case nothing untoward 
was reported.' " 

The true horror of this tragic case can 
only be appreciated when it is realised that 
scores of thousands of British old folk die 
alone and in squalor like John Mayberry 
every year. And yet despite this scandalous 
loophole in our welfare services we are still 
bombarded with propaganda demanding that 
Britain give more and more foreign aid to 
black, brown and yellow races. 

If just the money used to promote these 
expensive propaganda campaigns (to say 
nothing of the money such campaigns 
attract) were spent at home on our own 
deprived old people, then thousands of them 
could be saved. But it seems that the pseuds 
of the Foreign Aid Brigade can only derive 
the emotional satisfaction they require by 
helping aliens. Giving money to Ban^a Desh 
wins press publicity and T.V. interviews. 
Giving money to supplement the much 
vaunted but inadequate National Health 
Service does not. 

This pattern of inverted racialism mani¬ 
fests itself even more directly in respect of 
the plight of British old folk. Over the years 
since the start of the Coloured Invasion, 
areas which the Immigrants have particularly 
chosen to infest have been steadily aban¬ 
doned by White people. All who could get 


out have done so. But not insignificant 
numbers of very old White people, whose 
relatives have died or who have emigrated, 
have been left behind. Trapped in the top 
rooms of crumbling tenements in ghetto 
areas, they are the forgotten people. 

Immigrant areas like Notting Hill are 
teeming with all manner of social workers — 
but they are all obsessed with the desire to 
help Blacks. Agitators (“Community 
Relations Workers”) organise the Immigrants 
to shout and scream and demonstrate about 
“discrimination” and “Police brutality”., 
The pro-immigrant national press ensures 
that these demonstrations get sympathetic 
coverage. The result is that social workers 
pour into Jhe ghettos with the idea that the 
only people in need of help are Coloured 
Immigrants. 

Amidst the thrills and bustle of Im¬ 
migrant pampering, the feeble calls for help 
of White old folk are unheard or unheeded. 
It seems quite clear that as far as the prob¬ 
lem of old White people trapped in 
Immigrant areas is concerned, the authorities 
take the attitude that it will be solved within, 
the next few years by allowing nature to 
take its course ... as in the case of old 
John Mayberry, God rest his soul. 

Patriots must take every opportunity 
they can - by writing to their M.P.’s and 
local Councillors, to the press and radio; by 
proposing resolutions at trade union branch 
meetings, etc., — to oppose the inverted 
racialism of left-liberal ‘elite’ who rule our 
nation, whose approach to social work and 
charity condemns so many of our British 
senior citizens to an undignified and un¬ 
timely death. 

All foreign aid must stop at once. All 
Government and municipal funding of the 
Race Relations Industry must cease. Not a 
penny must be spent on aliens, be they 
resident in Britain or abroad, until the 
pressing needs of our own people, par¬ 
ticularly Old Age Pensioners, are met. 

These reasonable demands must be the 
keynote of National Front literature in the 
forthcoming local and Borough elections, 
for the NF is the only party in Britain today 
that promises the British people that it will 
discriminate in their favour. 

Fascists Active in Manchester 

Under the heading “Fascists Active,” the 
Jewish Gazette of Manchester smugly re¬ 
ported that an invitation extended to John 
Tyndall and myself to speak in a debate at 
Manchester University had been withdrawn 
by the University’s Debates Union Com¬ 
mittee. 


The same article reported that a body 
described as the “Public Relations Com¬ 
mittee” of the Manchester Jewish Communal 
Council had been “active” in order to take 
“immediate action to combat any form of 
Fascist (sic) activity” in the area. 

The deliberate juxtaposition of these 
items in the same article is interesting. In 
announcing the withdrawal of the invitation 
to us. Miss N. Crequer, President of the 
University’s Debates Union, admitted that 
she and her colleagues had received threats 
of physical violence. Clearly very frightened, 
she refused to say which persons representing 
which organisation had uttered the threats. 

Perhaps we shall never know the answer 
to that question. On the other hand some 
might think the headline “Fascists Active” 
may have been a more honest and revealing 
exposure of the true meaning of the article it 
introduced than the person who wrote it 
supposed. 

On the subject of Fascism and the 
Jewish Gazette, some other items published 
in its issue of 11th February are noteworthy. 

In a speech to the members of the 
Prestwich Synagogue, the editor of the 
Jewish Gazette, Dr. Jacob Gewirtz, was 
reported to have expressed the opinion that 
Israel had made a mistake in offering to 
withdraw from some areas conquered during 
the Six Day War, in an attempt to secure 
peace talks with the Arab nations. 

“Every Israeli concession is taken as a 
sign of weakness. I do not see any real 
hope of peace in the Middle East,” he ranted. 
“The only guarantee of Israel’s security is 
the strength of its armed forces.” 

I wonder what the Hebrew for “Seig 
Heil” is? 

On another page, this paragon of tolerant 
and reasonable thought published an attack 
on Mr. Louis Eaks of the Young Liberals 
who, no matter what his follies may be (and 
they have been dealt with in the columns of 
Spearhead) does sustain, despite tremendous 
intimidation from within and without the 
Liberal Party, an apparent sympathy for the 
plight of the Palestinian Arab refugees. 

“The fact that Mr. Eaks is reputed to be 
Jewish,” snarled Jewish Gazette columnist 
‘Ben Ami’ (Dr. Gewirtz?), “makes him all 
the more valuable to the Arabs as they are 
short of Jewish toadies these days. There 
were Jews who backed Hitler in the early 
days of the Nazi Party. If the Arabs win the 
next round, perhaps Eaks could get himself 
a job running a concentration camp for the 
Jewish survivors.” 

Charming! They sound like nice people 
on the Jewish Gazette. 
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NF Men Protest Agaiost IRA Speakers at College 

20 STAND UP BRAVELY AGAINST HUNDREDS 



PART OF THE NF DEMONSTRATION 

To our knowledge, the only active protest against IRA 


Called out at very short notice, 20 
London NF activists attended a pro-I.R.A. 
teach-in organised by students at the North 
London Polytechnic in Holloway, London. 
Bearing in mind the sympathies of the 
organisers of the meeting, the violent fracas 
which broke out was inevitable. 

In view of the size of the pro-I.R.A. 
crowd, the NF members kept together as a 
single group at the front of the hall. They 
listened to two young miners making an 
appeal for solidarity with the miners strike, 
and only started heckling when a Mr. Tony 
Rosato, a self-proclaimed spokesman for the 
‘Official’ I.R.A. began to speak. 

When he described the I.R.A. tactics as 
“legitimate acts of war against an oppressor”, 
he was asked: “does that include tarring and 
feathering young girls?” When he affirmed 


Back Nos. 
Ip Each! 


Go-ahead NF Branch Organisers 
are informed that Spearhead is holding 
a special sale of back issues. A 
limited quantity is available in lots 
of 200, each lot selling at £2 — 
OR APENNYPERCOPYI 

Each lot contains copies of 
November and December, 1969; Feb¬ 
ruary, August, October and December, 
1970; and January, February, March, 
April, June and July, 1971. 

Every Branch should possess a 
good range of Spearhead back issues, 
for the expositions of policy in the 
magazines never date and are therefore 
important educational aids. A well- 
stocked Spearhead table at Branch 
and public meetings is an impressive 
introduction to the movement for new 
members and sympathisers. Many 
Branch officers responsible for en¬ 
quiry 'follow-ups' report that the 
presentation of Spearhead back issues 
is an invaluable aid to winning new 
members. At Ip a copy Branches 
cannot lose — and If sold at the 
published price. Branches stand to 
make a substantial profit. 

There are only 23 lots available, 
so rush your orders to us NOW, 
including 65p per lot to cover 
post. Collections may be made at 
our office by prior arrangement. Cash 
with orders only, please. 


his faith in democracy, he was asked why no 
loyalists had been invited to address the 
teach-in. When it became clear that the NF 
hecklers were not going to be intimidated 
into silence by the threatening actions of 
stewards, the Chairman of the meeting gave 
carte blanche to the 500 strong audience to 
drive the NF men out of the hall — which 
they did, but only after a bloody battle 
which was eventually subdued by the Police. 


National Front Chairman John O’Brien 
made a strong attack on the Race Relations 
Industry in Britain — particularly the Race 
Relations Board — during a speech at a 
meeting of the British Campaign to Stop 
Immigration held at the Bradford Mechanics 
Institute on Wednesday 2nd February. 
During the speech, which was frequently 
interrupted by bursts of applause from the 
150 members of the audience, Mr. O’Brien 
said: 

“All of us must challenge the legality of 
the process by which the Race Relations 
Board attempts to enforce the integration of 
the British people with the, Coloured in¬ 
vaders. For our part, we of the National 
Front are engaged in confrontations with the 
Board all over the country, and we intend to 
continue this process whenever the op¬ 
portunity presents itself.” 

Attempts to try and prevent the meeting 
from taking place were made by large 


Then the NF men joined other members 
who had been prevented from entering the 
hall in an outside picket demonstration. 
Union Jacks were held aloft and posters 
reading: “Ulster: British it is and British it 
stays”; Irish Republican Assassins”; “latern 
all Republican Traitors in Ulster”. The 
picket won the enthusiastic support of 
pedestrians and motorists as they passed by. 
The activity won national press publicity. 


numbers of Red-Fascist students organised 
by the International Socialists, and a Com¬ 
munist Party organised Immigrants’ 
organisation. The Reds arrived at the Institute 
before the meeting was due to begin and 
100 of them staged a sit-in, refusing to move 
at the request of a small party of Police. 
However, the Reds’ trouble was all for 
nothing as Mr. Jim Merrick, the organiser of 
the B.C.S.I. immediately secured the use of 
another hall in the same building. 

Many B.S.C.I. members stated that they 
were delighted to hear Mr. O’Brien speak, 
because previously they had heard a large 
amount of false information about the aims, 
policies and membership of the National 
Front. The meeting clearly heralded a period 
of much closer collaboration between the 
two organisations. It is understood that 
Mr. Merrick will be invited to speak at one 
of the NF’s major public meetings to be held 
in London during the coming months. 


John O’Brien at Bradford 
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NF Demonstrates 
for Rhodesia 


Not Wanted Here 

The National Front campaign to ensure 
that the one-time Irgun Zwei Leumi terrorist 
Menachem Beigin, now leader of neo-Nazi 
Gahal Party in Israel, received a hostile 
reception from the British press and public 
was a total success. 

Some days before the war criminal Beigin 
was due to arrive in Britain (early last 
January) NF National H.Q. despatched to 
more than 400 international national and 
provincial newsdesks a leaflet giving full 
documented details of Beigin’s crimes against 
humanity — including the hanging of Sgts. 
Price and Martin in 1947 and the massacre 
of 250 Arab women and children at Dir 
Yassin in 1948. 

Together with this leaflet were copies of 
a letter from Mr. John O’Brien, NF Chair¬ 
man, to the Chairman of the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews, imploring his 
organisation to press for the cancellation of 
the visit in the interests of good Anglo- 
Jewish relations, and a covering press state¬ 
ment announcing demonstrations planned 
by the NF. 

This circularisation had its effect, and 
the NF office was flooded with telephone 
calls from newspaper reporters requesting 
further information.- Within a day of 
Beigin’s arrival, almost’ e /ery newspaper con¬ 
tained articles deploring his visit. Public 
feeling was so strong that a banquet for 
Beigin at the Royal Garden Hotel and a 
meeting at the Central Hall, had to be 
cancelled. 

Scores of telegrams were sent to the 
private home of Lt. Col. Colin Mitchell, M.P., 
who had announced his intention of 
attending the proposed banquet. Col. 
Mitchell rightly withdrew his acceptance of 
the invitation to the function “as a result of 
protests from all parts of the country.” 



What are your leaders doing about im¬ 
migrant labour? Unemployment, over¬ 
crowding and economic recession make re¬ 
patriation essential. The Trade Union Anti- 
Immigration Movement campaigns for this. 
Annual membership is 50p. Write for 
application form to: 

TRU AIM, P.O. Box 112, London 
N22 6AW. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 

As we have informed our readers. Spear¬ 
head needs to raise a sum of £500 over and 
above ordinary income from sales in order to 
continue publication for the year 1972. 
Since our last appeal we have received con¬ 
tributions to the value of £32.50. We there¬ 
fore still need to raise £197.50. All help will 
be welcome. Please send your contribution 
to: 10 Birkbeck Hill, London S.E.21. 


A large number of London NF activists 
joined forces with 50 young White 
Rhodesians and South Africans living in 
London and mounted a highly effective 
counter demonstration against a mob of 
Anti-Apartheid Movement supporters who 
besieged Rhodesia House in the Strand on 
Sunday 13th February. 

As to be expected, the 5,000 anti- 
Rhodesia rabble was comprised of numerous 
branches of the Communist Party, the Trot- 
skyite International Socialists, the Trotskyite 
International Marxist Group, the Anarchist 
Federation, numerous Mao-ist splinter 
groups, the Labour P^rty Young Socialists, 
the Young Liberals, and at least one member 
of the Women’s Liberation Army Against 
Male Chauvinist Pig Sexist Fascism. None of 
the national newspapers who reported the 
affair informed their readers of the true 
political complexions of the Anti-Apartheid 
crowd. 

The Red demonstration had been called 
in order to hear Bishop Abel Muzorewa, 
Chairman of the self-styled African National 
Council, read falteringly a text prepared for 
him by the shadowy agitators who are the 
real controllers of the A.N.C. After the 
Bishop read ‘his’ speech, the mob marched 
up the Strand on Rhodesia House. There 
they were greeted by nearly 200 British 
Rhodesian and South African patriots 
holding aloft their national flags and 
National Front posters reading: “In Two 
World Wars Rhodesians and South Africans 


Died for Britain”; “Stand oy the Whites in 
Africa”; “Union of the White Dominions 
Now”. 

The White patriots colourful demon¬ 
stration and sustained chanting of “Stand by 
the Whites”; “Settlement — NO . . . White 
Rule . . . YES”; had an infuriating effect 
on the already hysterical Reds, and fearing a 
conflict the Police pushed the Nationalist 
demonstrators up a sidestreet away from the 
Strand. However,their counter-demonstration 
was reported in every national paper the day 
after. Once again NF activists had denied the 
Red Front exclusive rights to the streets. 


Public Speaker’s 
Course hanned 

Following our advertisement of speakers’ 
training classes held by the National Front 
shortly, we have had only a few formal 
applications to attend. We know in fact that 
a great many more people intend to take 
part in these classes but have not considered 
it necessary to send notice of their attendance 
to us. We wish to know exactly who is 
attending because we will be setting those 
concerned a certain exercise to prepare before 
the classes take place. Will all those who 
wish to take part therefore please notify Mr. 
John Tyndall at National Front HQ 
immediately. 

It is hoped that the classes will be held 
at some date in March. 


^F 

puts 

Britain 

First 


The National Front is Britain’s fastest-growing party which 
says: “Put Britain and the British people first!”. It is the true 
voice of the British people. Its main policies have been proved 
by one opinion poll after another to represent the views of the 
great majority of the British people. Find out more about the 
National Front by completing this form and sending it to: 
The Secretary, National Front, 408 Seven Sisters Road, 
London, N.4. (Tel 01 802 7866) 

Name.. 

Address.. 

The National Front needs money. It needs the funds to 
print leaflets, pamphlets and posters, to fight elections, to 
mount demonstrations, to organise the biggest patriotic 
movement in Britain. 

So invest in your country’s future. Send a donation to the 
National Front Fighting Fund today. It will be money well 
spent. 


page nineteen 


















Teachers Must Not Be 

Neutral On Race Education Chief 


Some months ago the papers contained a 
report about a scheme launched by certain 
teachers to promote “better race relations” 
in schools. Disturbed by increasing racial 
trouble among schoolchildren, the teachers 
had designed what they called a “race pack” 
to distribute in certain schools as an experi¬ 
ment in how to teach the children of 
different races to live "together. The “race 
pack” consisted of more than 200 cuttings 
and pictures from newspapers and magazines, 
and included some material advocating 
“racialism” from both black and white 
points of view. Black racialism was rep- 

WARNING TO BRITAIN? 

A sign of things to come is a story from 
New York recently. A man had just robbed 
a bank near Tirnes Square. He was pursued 
into the Square by two bank employees, 
shouting “Robbery, robbery.” It is on these 
occasions that members of the public can 
help the fight against crime by “having a go”. 

Did members of the passing New York 
crowds “have a go”? They certainly did, but 
not against the fugitive robber. As the latter, 
a black youth, was caught by the bank 
clerks and pinned against a wall, a crowd of 
other blacks surrounded them menacingly 
and forced them to let the youth escape! 

Said one clerk later: “I went after him 
(the robber) because of civic duty. But to 
the crowd who allowed him to escape I was 
‘Whitey’ beating up their ‘soul brother’.” 

THEN, AS.NOW 

“We have no intention of underestimating 
the political force of sovereignty and inde¬ 
pendence on which we are attempting to put 
limitations. This will be done discreetly, 
with all our statesmen and our publicists 
protesting with one accord, and over and 
over again, at every step forward which we 
take that, whatever changes we may make in 
the international situation, the sacred prin¬ 
ciple of local sovereignty will be maintained 
inviolable ... It is just because we are really 
attacking the principle of local sovereignty 
that we keen on protesting'our loyalty to it 
so loudly ... all the time denying with our 
lips what we are doing with our hands.” 

Prof. Arnold Toynbee, Director 
of Studies, Royal Insitutue of 
International Affairs, speaking 
to gathering of internationalists 
in Copenhagen, 1931. 


resented by Black Power publications; White 
racialism by publications produced by, or 
supporting, the National Front, including 
Spearhead. 

It was hoped that by enabling children 
to see literature advocating racial separate¬ 
ness they would be so appalled by its content 
that they would make ready converts to the 
cause of multi-racialism. Presumably, the 
idea also was that racialist literature should be 
studied in the same spirit as an army studies 
the manuals of its enemy: to know what 
the enemy is thinking and doing! 

Unfortunately, this little experiment did 
not have the effect intended, and it is 
reported that the “race packs” are now being 
withdrawn from circulation. Said the Daily 
Telegraph recently: “Mr. G. F. Cockerill, 
joint general secretary of the Schools Council, 
said that the lessons might not have helped 
race relations.” Mr. Cockerill was then 
quoted as saying: “Some of the extracts gave 
very extreme views, both pro-Black and 
anti-Black. It was felt that some of the 
material was too extreme to promote reason¬ 
able discussions about racial tolerance.” 

Mr. Cockerill went on to say that the 
“race pack” had also been rejected because 
it was arranged in such a way that the teacher 
would play the role of a neutral chairman 
in promoting discussion on the subject by 
his pupils. “It can be held,” he said, “that 
no teacher has any business to be neutral on 
the question of race relations. He should 
speak out against racial intolerance.” 

This little episode has at least had some 
value, for it has shown the fear felt by the 
integrationists lest young people be exposed 
to any influence other than their own. At 
the same time it has demonstrated to us once 
again the > mentality of people like Mr. 
Cockerill (who are rife in the world of 
education) who regard with utter abhorrence 
the idea that teachers should examine such 
an issue as race impartially and objectively. 

As for the allegation that certain extracts 
(meaning, we are sure, our own publication) 
were withdrawn because they were “too 
extreme to promote reasonable discussions”, 
that is the biggest laugh of the year. We can 
be quite sure that the opposite was the case. 
It was hoped that they would be taken by 
the children to be “extreme” so as to put 
them off the racial point of view. Precisely 
because they were moderately worded and 
consisted of intelligent arguments, instead of 
just insults and bigotry, it was considered 
dangerous to let children read them. 

Isn’t that so, Mr. Cockerill? 


read... 

six 

principles 

BRmSH 

NATIONUISM 

by JOHN TYNDALL 
fSp (plus 3p postage) 

from:- 10 Birkbeck Hill, London, S.E.21 


Britain First 

Fortnightly Nationalist news-sheet. 
Editor Peter McMenemie. Price 2p. 
(large discounts for bulk). Obtained 
from: 10 BIRKBECK HILL, 

LONDON, S.E.21. 


AH patriots should read 

CANDOUR 

The British Views Letter 

edited by 

A.K. Chesterton 

Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
5 Eknhurst Court, St. Peters Road, 
Croydon, Surrey. 


^^The New Unhappy Lords ^ t 

An exposure of power politics 
By A. K, CHESTERTON 

THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS is a 
must for the bookshelf of any student 
of modern politics. It represents the 
most lucid and startling of ail com¬ 
mentaries on the methods of subversion 
being used to undermine Britain and 
European Civilisation. 

Cloth-Bound Edition £1.40p (28s.) 
Pa^Der-back Edition 60p (12s.) 

(obtainable from Nationalist Books) 


NA TIONALIS T 
BOOK CENTRE 

408 Severn Sisters Road, London, N.4. 
Send for our free catalogue now 
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